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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

SATURDAY, May 3, 1913. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. J:Ienry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol­

lowing prayer : 
We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, that down deep in the 

hearts of men is an earnest, insistent desire for all that is 
best physically, intellectually, morally, spiritually; that the 
trend of humanity is upward, not downward; forward, not 
backward; toward the ideals of life; that faith is stronger 
than doubt, hope than despair, peace than war, love than hate, 
justice than injustice, mercy than revenge; which promises 
victory to every man under the divine leadership of the Son of 
God, the captain of our salvation. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. · 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend· my remarks in the RECORD by printing a speech made by 
former Senator Chauncey M. Depew, of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right already. 
Mr. MANN. This is a little different proposition, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. What is it? The Ohair supposed it was an 

ordinary extension of a tariff speech. 
Mr. POWERS. I want to extend my remarks in the RECORD 

by printing a speech by ex-Senator Depew at a dinner given in 
New York and recently published. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MADDEN. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\iADDEN] 

objects. 
THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
3321-the tariff bill. · 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con­
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
to provfde revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con­
sideration of the bill H. R. 3321-the tariff bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the :first 
paragraph of the wool schedule was read last night. I will say 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] that I want 
to offer as a �s�u�b�s�t�i�t�u�~�e� a complete wool schedule. I would like 
to move to strike out the paragraphs in relation to wool in 
the old schedule and leave this as a substitute, as it will ap­
pear more logical, although not strictly in accordance with the 
rules in that way. Otherwise I shall move to strike out this 
paragraph and submit a substitute for it. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. When the time comes there will be no 
objection to the gentleman from New York making his propo­
sition. I have no desire not to allow the gentleman to present 
bis amendment in the way he desires. 

Mr. PAYNE. And it will not make any difference in the 
result, I may say. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No. 
Mr. MANN. Let us see if we can arrange an understanding 

-about the amendment and the debate. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] will offer an amendment covering the 
entire wool schedule, an amendment which is the same as the 
bi11 introduced in the last Congress on this side, and substan­
tially the same which was offered in the motion to recommit, I 
believe, when the last wool bill passed Congress. Whether any 
other gentleman desires to offer any other amendment I do 
not know, but perhaps we can ascertain now. 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. I will be glad if the gentleman can as· 
certain. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I know of none. 
Mr. SINNOTT. I desire to offer an amendment. 
Mr. MANN. To what paragraph? 
Mr. SINNOTT. To paragraph 300. 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not. think it wise to offer 

any amendments, but I would like to have some time. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. We will try to arrange that. 
Mr . U:NDERWOOD. Then, I undersand that one gentleman 

on that side desires to offer a separate amendment to paragraph 

L--65 

300, and outside of that the only amendment your side desires 
to offer is Mr. PAYNE'S substitute. 

Mr. MANN. If we can get an agreement as to time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If we can get an agreement as to time 

I would suggest, as part of that agreement, that we read the 
bill through now, in order that the committee may perfect the 
schedule with one or two �t�e�c�h�n�i�~�a�l� amendments that the gen­
tleman from New· York [Mr. HARRISON] wants to suggest at 
the end of that time. 

Mr. l\!ARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to offer an amendment to a paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is it about? 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It is on the imbject of the 

duty on raw wool. 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD. That makes two amendments. 
I suggest that after the bill is read through we go back and 

allow the two gentlemen who desire to offer individual amend­
ments to dispose of them with 10 minutes' debate on each amend­
ment, and then if we can reach an agreement about time at the 
close of general debate we will have a vote on the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I think that is satisfactory, but I think we want 
two hours on this side for general debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentleman will not insist 
on that. 

Mr. MANN. That is cutting it to the quick. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will take an hour and 

a half, I will limit this side to one hour. 
Mr. MANN. Can not the gentleman give us two hours? 

This is our live subject, and we will not take up so much time 
in that way as we would to read the schedule through in the 
ordinary way. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I will agree to this if for the balance 
of the day we can cut out political debate. I know the gentle­
man can not control Members on his side and I can not on this, 
but if for the balance of the day· we can cut out political 
speeches and discuss the schedule I will agree to two hours if 
the gentleman will aid me in endeavoring to keep his side from 
indulging in purely political debate. We have reached the point 
in the bill where we have discussed the whole :political aspect 
of it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Who is going to decide whether the debate is · 
political or not? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This House can always be depended 
upon, if it makes an agreement, to live up to the spirit of it. A 
man who does not live up to the spirit of an agreement is con-
demned by his fellow Members. · 

Mr. MURDOCK. If this agreement carries, I suppose the 
gentleman from Illinois will see that I have some time. 

l\fr . l\1Al\1N. Certainly. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman wants two hours, I 

will ask for an hour and a half on this side. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the schedule may be read through 
by paragraphs immediately without debate; that when the two 
paragraphs are reached where gentlemen desire to offer amend­
ments they may offer the amendments and that debate on 
the amendments be limited to 10 minutes, 5 on that side and 5 
on this. At the conclusion of the reading of the schedule the 
gentleman from New York shall offer his substitute for the 
entire schedule, and on that there shall be three hours and a 
half general debate, two hours to be controlled by the gentleman • 
from Illinois and an hour and a half by myself. At the con­
clusion of the general debate, whenever it may occur, because I 
may not use the entire hour and a half, there shall be a vote on 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani­
mous c<msent that Schedule K be now read through entirely 
without debate, except that when Paragraph 295 is read and 
Paragraph 300 the gentleman from South Dakota shall have 
opportunity to offer an amendment to Paragraph 295, and the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. SINNOTT] shall haveanopportunity 
to offer an amendment to Paragraph 300; that there s4,all be 
10 minutes' debate on each paragraph and amendments thereto, 
to be divided equally between the two sides of the House; that 
at the end of the reading of the schedule the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] shall be permitted to offer a substitute 
for the entire schedule; that debate upon that shall continue 
for three and a half hours, two hours to be controlled by the -
gentleman from Illinois [1\fr. MANN] and an hour and a half 
lJy the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], and at tlle 
end of that debate a vote shall be taken on the substitnte and 
the schedule concluded. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
the arrangement as proposed is extremely fair from my point 
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of T"iew, but it leaves the disposition of the time on this side 
of the House in the hands of those who are entirely in fuvor 
of the substitute. As one of the representatives of a city in 
which· woolen manufacture is the most important industry, I 
would like to understand if I shall have some time in general 
debate-? · 

Mr. FORD1\TEY. I think the gentleman need not worry about 
that. 

l\Ir. �l�\�I�A�.�.�l�~�.� I think, l\Ir. Chairman, that I shall b as fair 
as I was when I nominated the gentleman ·from Pennsylvania 
to go on the Ways and Means Committee. 

l\Ir. MOORE. I should like to have at least 10 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [.After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. Paragraph 295 has already been. read, and 
the Clerk will read. 
· 1\Ir. MARTIN of South Dakota. During the reading of the 

bill at some time I shall offer as a separate paragraph an 
nmendment placing a duty upon raw wool; but I will do. so 
during the reading.. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
2!>6. Yarns made wholly o:c in chief value of wool, 20 per cent ad 

valorem. 
. 297. Cloths, knit fabrics, felts not woven, and all manufactures of 

every description made, by any process1 wholly or in chief value of wool, 
not specially provided for in this sect10n, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

298. Blankets and flannels, composed wholly or in chief value of wool, 
25 per cent ad valorem; flannels composed wlioll:y or in chief value of 
wool, valued at above 50 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

299. Women's and children's dress. goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, 
bunting, and goods of similar description and character, composed 
wholly or in chief value of wool, and not specially provided for in this 
section, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

300, Clothing, ready-made.. and articles of wearing apparel of every 
description, including shawls whether knitted or woven and knitted 
articles of every description made up or manufactured whollY or in part, 
and not speciilly provided for in this section, composed wholly or in 
chief value of wool, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

301. Webbings, suspenders, braces, bandlngs, belting, bindings, cords, 
cords and tassels, and ribbons ; any of the foregoing made of wool or of 
which wool or wool and india rubber are the component materials of 
chief value, 35 .per cent ad vali>rem. 

302. Aubusson, Axminister, moquette, and chenille ca.rpets, figured or 
plain, and all carpets o.r· carpeting of like character or description, 35 
per cent ad valorem. 

303. Saxony, Wilton, and Tourn::y velvet carpets, figured or plain, 
and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description, 30 per cent 
ad valorem. 

304. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting 
of like character or description, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

305. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed on 
the warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or 
description, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

306. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or 
carpeting of like character or description, printed on the warp or other­
wise, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

307. Treble ingrain, 3-ply, and all-chain Venetian carpets, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

308. Wool Dutch and 2-ply ingrain carpets, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
309. Carpets of every description, woven whole for rooms, and 

Oriental, Berlin, Aubusson, A.x:minster, and similar rugs, 50 per cent 
ad valorem. · . 

310. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. . 

311. Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or composed in 
part of any of them, not specially provided fo.r in this section, and on 
mats matting, and rugs of cotton, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

312. Mats, rugs for floors, screens, covers, hassocks, bed sicfes, a.rt 
squares, and other portions of carpets or carpeting, made wholly or in 
part of wool, and not specially provided for in this li)ection, shall. be sub­
jected to the rate of duty herein imposed on carpets or carpeting of like 
char acteT or description. 

313 Whenever in this section the word " wool " ls used in connec­
tion with a manufactured article o:t which it is a component material, 
it shall be held to include wool or hair of the sheep, camel, or other like 
animals, whether manufactured by the woolen, worsted, felt, or any other 
process. 

314. Hair of the �A�n�g�o�r�.�!�n�~�a�t�,� alpaca, and other like animals, and all 
hair on tbe skin of such. als, 20 per cent ad-vaiorem. 

315. Tops made from the hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and otber 
like anima.Ls, 25 per cent ad valor-em. 

316. Yarns made of the hair of the Angora. goat, alpaca, and other 
like animals 30·per cent ad valorem. 

317. Clotli and all manufactures of every description made of the hair 
of the Angora goat, alpaca, and other like animals, not specially pro­
vided for in this section, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

318. Plushes, velvets, and all other pile fabrics, cut or uncut, woven or 
knit whether or not the plle covers the entire surface, made wholly or 
partiy of the hair of the Angora �~�o�a�t�,� alpaca, and other like animals, 
and articles made wholly or in chief valne of such plushes or velvets, 
50 per cent ad. valorem. 

Mr. P .A YNE. r suppose the other amendments come in first, 
but I am not particular. I suppose the original text- should be 
perfected first, but I will offer my amendment and have it 
�~�~� . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oreg.on. [Mr. SIN­
NOTT] has �a�d�v�i�s�~� the Chair that he does not care to offer the 
amenclri:ient that he indicated he would offer, and the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr_ MARTIN] is rec.ognized to offer �h�~�s� 

amendment if he· desires. 

1\Ir. MARTIN of.· South Dakota. I ask unanimous consent to 
be permitted to offer it and have it pending a little later. This 
proceeding was arranged so speedily that I have not had quite 
time to finish the preparation of it. 

.l\Ir .. PAYNE. I have no objection to offering mine and ha-7ing 
it pending. 

1\1r. UNDERWOOD. If it does not delay the procedure . 
.Mr. 1\fARTIN of South Dakota. It will not delay the pro­

cedure at all. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman 

from South Dakota will be permitted to offer his amendment 
later. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] offers an 
amendment by way of a substitute for the schedule which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Striking out all of the paragraphs of Schedule K of section 1 of said 

act, from 360 to 395, inclusive of both, and also paragraphs 653 and 
654 on page 129, and inserting in place thereof the following : 

" 1. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like 
animals shall be divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be 
charged thereon, into the two following classes: 

" 2. Class 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metls wools, 
or other wools of mer.ino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing 
wools, and wools of like character with any of the preceding, including 
Bagdad wool, China lamb's wool, Castel Branco, Adrianople skin wool 
or butcher's wool, and such as have been heretofore usually imported 
into the United States from Buenos Aires, New Zealand, Australia, Cape 
of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, Egypt, Morocco, and else­
where, and Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire. Down combing wools, 
Canada long wools, or other like combing wool of English blood, and 
usually kn.own by the terms herein used. and all wools not hereinafter 
included in class· two, and also the hair of the camel, Ango1·a goat, 
alpaca., and other like animals. 

" 3. Class 21 that ·is to say, Donskol. native South American, Cor­
dova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, Hussian camel's hair, and all such 
wools of like character as have been heretofore usually imported 
into the United States from Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere. 
ex<!epting improved wools hereinafter provided for. 

" 4. The standard samples of all wools, which are now or may be here­
after deposited in the principal customhouses of the United States, under 
the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the standards for 
the classification of wools under this act, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to renew these standards and to make such addi­
tions to them from time to time as may be required. and he shall cause 
to be deposited like standards in otber customhouses of the United 
States when they may be needed. 

" 5. Whenever wools of class 2 shall have been improved by the 
admixture of merino or English blood, from their pr-esent character, as 
represented by the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited 
in the principal customhouses o·f the United States, such improved 
wools shall. be classified for duty as class L 

" 6. If any bale or package of wool or hair speciiied in this ad, in­
voiced or entered as of class 2, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable 
as of class 2, shall contain any wool or hair subject to the rate of duty 
of class 1, the whole bale or package shall be subject to the rate of 
duty· chargeable on wool of class 1; and it any bale or package be 
claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mu.ngo, flocks, wool, hair, or 
other material of any class specified in thi-s act, and such bale contain 
any admixture of any one or more of said materials, or of any other 
material, the whole bale or package shall be subject to duty at the 
�h�i�~�h�e�s�t� rate imposed upon any article in said bale or package. ' r. The duty on all wools and hair of class 1, if imported in the 
grease., shall be laid upon the basis of its clean content. The clean con­
tent shall be determined by scouring tests which shall be made a.ccord­
ing to regulations which the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 
The duty on all wools and hair of class 1 impo1·ted in the greaoo shall 
be 18 cents per pound on the clean content, as defined above. If im­
ported scoured. the duty shall be 19 cents per pound. 

" 8. 'The duty on all wools of class 2, including camel's hair of class 
2, imported in their natural condition, shall be 7 cents per pound. If 
scoured, 19 cents per pound: Provided., That on consumption of wools 
of class 2, including camel's hair, in the manufacture of carpets, drug­
gets and bockings, printed, colo1·ed, or otherwise., mats, rugs for floors. 
screens, covers, hassocl{s, bedsides, a.rt squares, and portion s of carpets 
or carpeting hereafter manufactured or produced in the United States 
in whole or in part from wools of class 2, including camel's hair, upon 
which duties have been paid, there shall be allowed to the manufac­
turer or producer of such articles n drawback equal in amount to the 
duties paid less 1 per cent of such duties on the amount of the wools 
of class 2, including camel's hair of class 2, contained therein ; such 
drawback shall be paid under such rules and regulations as the Seere­
tar;y: of the Treasury may prescribe. 

' 9. The duty on wools on the skin shall be 2 cents less per pound 
than is imposed upon the clean content as provided for wools of class 
1 and 1 cent less per pound 'than Is imposed upon wools of class 2 im­
ported in their natural condition, the quantity to be ascertained under 
such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

" 10. Top waste and slubbing waste, 18 cents per pound. 
"11. Roving waste and ring waste, 14 cents per pound. 
" 12. Noils, carbonized, 14 cents �p�~� pound .. 
"13. Noils, not carbonized, 11 cents per pound. 
"14. Garnetted waste, 11 cents per pound. . 
" 15. Thread waste, yarn waste, and wool wastes not specified, �9�~� 

cents _per pound. 
" 16. Shoddy, mungo, and wool extract, 8 cents per pound. 
"17. Woolen rags and flocks, 2 cents per ponnd. 
" 18 Combed wool or tops, made wholly or in part of wool, ·or camel's 

hair, io cents peT pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 10 per cent ad valorem. 

"19 Wool and hair which have been advanced in any manner or by 
any process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured condition, 
but less advanced than yarn, not specially p"rovided for in· this section, 
20 cents pe.r pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 10 per cent ad va'lorem. 

" 20. On yarns, made wholly or in part of' wool, valued at not more 
than 30 cent& p.er pound, the duty shall be 21! cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 10 per cent ad valorem. 
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"Valned at more than 30 cents and not more than 50 cents per 

pound, 2H cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi­
tion thereto 15 per cent ad valorem. 

" Y::tlu ed at more t han 50 cents and not more than 80 cents per 
pound, �2�1 �~� cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi­
tion thereto :.!O per cent ad valorem. 

"Valued at more than 80 cents per pound, 21§ cents per pound on 
the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

" 21. On cloths, knit fabrics, flannels, felts, and all fabrics of every 
description made wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for 
in thL section, vnlued at not mo1·e than 40 cents per pound, the duty 
shall be 25 cents per pcund on the wool contained therein, and i.n addi­
tion thereto 30 per cent ad valorem. 

"Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 cents per 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi­

. tion thereto 3G per cent ad valorem. 
" Valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 cents per 

pound, 26 cents per pvt:nd on the wool contained therein, and in addi· 
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

" alued at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 per pound, 26 
cents per pound on tbe wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 
4G per cent ad valorem. 

"Valued at more than $1. and not more than $1.50 per pound, 26 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

"Valued at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem. 

" 22. On blankets and flannels for underwear composed wholly or in 
part of wool, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty 
shall be 23§ cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 
addition thereto 20 per cent ad valorem. 

"Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per 
pound. �2�3�~� cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi­
tfon thereto 25 per cent ad vaJorem. 

.. Valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 23§ cents per pound on 
the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

"Provided, That on blankets over 3 yards in length the same duties 
shall be paid as on cloths. 

" 23. On ready-made clothing and articles of wearing appareli knitted 
or woven, o! every description, made up or manufactured who ly or in 
part and composed wholly or in part of wool, the rate of duty shall be 
as follows: 

" I! valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty shall be 25 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 
35 per cent ad valorem. 

"If valued at more than 40 cents and not more tban 60 cents per 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi­
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

"It valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 cents per 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi­
tion thereto 45 per cent ad valorem. 

"If valued at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 per pound, 
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 50 per cent ad valorem. • 

" If valued at more than $1 and not more than $1.50 per pound, 26 
cents per pound on the woo! contained therein, and in addition thereto 
55 per cent ad valorem. 

" I! valued at more than $1.50 per pound,. 26 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem. 

"24. On all manufactures of every description made wholly or tn 
part of wool, not specially provided for in this section, the duty shall 
be 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 50 per cent ad valorem: Pr ovided, That if the component ma­
terial of chief value in such manufactures is wood, paper, rubber, or 
any of the base1· metals, the duty shall be 26 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem, 
and if the component material of chief value in such manufactures is 
silk, fur, precious or semiprecious stones, or gold, silver, or platinum, 
the duty shall be 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and 
In addition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem. 

"25. On handmade Aubusson, Axminste1", oriental, and similar car­
pets and rugs, made wholly or In part of wool, the rate of duty shall 
be 50 per cent ad valorem ; on all othe1· carpets of every description, 
druggets and bocklngs, printed, colored, or otherwise, mats, rugs for 
floors, screens, covers, Hassocks. bedsides, art squares, and portions of 
carpets or carpeting, made wholly or in part of wool, the duty shall be 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

" 26. Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word • wool ' ls used 
in connection with a manufactured article of which it is a component 
material, it s.ball be held to include wool or hair of the sheep, camel, 
gout, alpaca, or other animal, whether manufactured by the woolen, 
wo1·sted, felt, or any other process." 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, under the agreement there would 
be the privilege of offering two amendments from this side. I 
ask unanimous consent to modify the agreement so that the 
oiily amendment to be offered shall be the one offered by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] as a substitute, and 
that the 10 minutes that were allowed be added to my time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the same on this side. 
Mr. MANN. Yes. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Ur. MANN] 

asks unanimous consent that the agre.ement heretofore made be 
so modified that there shall be but one amendment, that 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] as a sub­
stitute for the schedule, and that 10 minutes additional time be 
granted either side. 

Mr. MANN. With no time on amendments. 
The CHAIRM:AN. With no time on amendments. Is there 

objection? ·• 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MANN. I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from New 

York [Mr. PAYNE]. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment ought to re­

ceive, without any very great wrenching of conscience, the vote 

of every gentleman in this Chamber who was a Member of the 
last Congress, on that side of the House. You have a record 
of voting first for a 20 per cent duty on wool. You carried that 
bili in this House and sent it to the �S�~�m�a�t�e�.� It came back bere, 
I believe, by the nearly unanimous vote of the Senate with a duty 
of 35 per cent ad valorem, which is just about the equiva-lent 
of the duties in my amendment. 

That amendment was rejected in the House, went to a com­
mittee of conference, and the bill came back here by an agree­
ment of the majority c_onferees carrying a duty of 29 pe1· cent npon 
all wools. 'rhat conference report was ag1·eed to by the affirma­
tive vote, I think, of every gentleman on that side of the Cham­
ber-substantially all of them. So that, unless your principles 
are changed o•ernight on this question, there should not be 
any serious objection on your side of the Chamber to adopt­
ing a rational duty on wool at about the figure that you voted 
only a year ago. '.fhe history of this amendment is, briefly, tllis: 
·when we were considering· the tariff question on wool four 
years ago it occurred to me that the sensible solution of the 
question was the pound duty on the actual wool content, 
whether it was wool in the grease, scoured wool, or wool in the 
cloth, and I took means to ascertain and get the evidence that 
this could be determined in whatever form the wool appeared 
by an analysis, and that it could be ascertnined within 1 per 
cent, which, of course, would make no material difference. 
When the Tariff Board went to work upon this question I ad­
dressed them an open letter, calling attention to this suggestion 
of mine before the committee, and asked them to make an ex­
amination of that subject and report upon it. They did make 
the examination and they did report upon it, and the report 
showed a method of ascertaining exactly, as near as matpe­
matics and science can ascertain anything, the quantity of wool 
not only in the grease but in scoured wool, and the amount .of 
wool it took-clean content-to produce the scoured woo1-that 
is, a pound of it-something of waste being lost in the opera­
tion, and so on to yarn and cloths and tops and manufactured 
articles of clothing, making a careful investigation and study 
and showing clearly in their report the facts on which these 
could be determined. Of course, in making tops there is a slight 
waste, and we took into consideration the amount of the waste 
and the value of the waste in comparison with a ponnd of wool, 
and so on all through the operation. In making clothing the 
waste of the manufactured cloth and the value of that wnste, 
when resolved again into wool as it could be done. was consid­
ered. So there was the basis for a mathematical demonstration 
of the duty compensatory, after you had fixed the basic duty 
on the wool content in the grease-the duty compensatory ren­
dered necessary because of the duty on the wool. 

The great criticism made of Schedule K is that because in 
the arbitrary rates of compensatory duties that have been in­
troduced into the tariff from time to time the duty on the wool 
in the cloth is much higher than it ought to be in order to com· 
pensate for the duty on the wool in the grease. These nre not 
equally distributed, and so the schedule is inequitable, and there 
has grown up to be what has been called a concealed rate for 
the manufacturer, a concealed additional protection to the man­
ufacturer when you come to put two, three, three and a half, 
and four times the rate for wool in the grease on the weight 
of the manufactured article, getting up to clothing as the final 
analysis. Mr. Chairman, this amendment does away with all 
these inequalities and puts a pound rate upon the wool in any 
form in which it appears. Then the question came as to what 
should be the rate on the wool, and, by the way, when we were 
making the McKinley bill we introduced the skirting clause, 
because it appeared before that committee that there was in 
various countries a custom of cutting off the tag, so to speak, 
and the wool on the leg and on the neck and on the head­
trim.ming the fleece, skirting it, as it was called. In doing so 
they saved the freight rate on a g1;eat deal of dirt. These 
trimmings were afterwards scoured and brought into Great 
Britain in that shape. They saved money. 

The skirting clause had the result of reducing the rate of 
duties on some wools and keeping it up on others, and so this 
inequality and this complaint arose about the skirting clause. 
Of conrse, the importers improved on the skirting business. 
Hence it came to pass that there was a lower protective duty on 
wool in the grease than the 11 cents a pound on first-class wools. 
This schedule will remove that difficulty and open up the wool 
markets of the world to the importers of wool in ·the United 
States and at the same time afford an equitable protective tariff, 
an equitable competitive rate, on the wools introduced into the 
United States. The board having reported this, in collaboration 
with my friend, Mr. Hill, of Connecticut, I went to work with 
the Tariff Board and had some sessions with them in order to 
determine several questions, some of which were questions of 
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difference 'between the gentleman 'and ·myself. "The gentleman 
from Connecticut, as is very -well known, has ·been in favor ·of 
an ad Yalorem rate on wool, if there was any. I was in :favor 
of a protective duty. I as as much opposed ·to an ·ad valorem 
rate on wool, which could be determined accurately ·by the 
pound in specific duty, as I was to all ad ·valorem rates wherever 
a specific duty was practicable, and we had to fight 'that out. 
The gentleman from Connecticut thought that 15 cent-s n. pound 
would be a sufficient protective duty on wool content all through 
the schedule, making •proper ·allowances for the wool wa,sted 1.n 
manufacture. 

After a careful study of the Ta.riff Board report I ·came ·to 
the conclusion that "18 cents a pound on the wool schedule would 

"be not only a fair measure of protection, but would be just the 
measure of protection, as near a-s we could calculate it, ·neces­
sary on the wool content in order to make up the -difference in 
the cost of production here and in the -countries abroad. I am 
not saying that made up the exact difference in-e-very case, no; 
but made up the difference in the very great ..Proportion of the 
wool imported into the United States, ·and was a fan· and equi­
table adjustment of the rate. Well, in the forming of the bill I 
got my way on this proposition both 1lS to the duty on the wool 
content specific at 18 cents a pound instead of 1.5 cents a pound. 
The matter of figuring out the difference in the pound ra-te on 
wool, tops, ·wool in the cloth, and wool ·in the garment was a 
matter of figuring from the facts found in the ·Tariff Board's 
report. Tho e figures we asked the Tariff Board experts to sit 
down with their calculating machine-s nnd figure ·out, and nfter 
that had been done, even while it was being done, the ·gentle­
man from Connecticut, who works more hours in a day than I 
do-I need six or seven ·hours a day sleep every day, not like 
the Pre-sident, who says he ·needs nine--=I can get along \'ery 
·well with six or seven, and sometimes I thought the gentleman 
.from •Connecticut never slept; if he did, ·be must have slept with 
the experts of tile Tariff Board-and he figured on ·all these 
propositions with -them. ·we went oYer the figures very care­
fully after they were JJ'.Ulde, and I think that the figures in this 
proposed amendment are as nearly accurate on all of these 
different forms in which wool appears as they can be made. 
Now, in ·putting the duty on wool content there is one thing that 
stood out prominently in the present tariff on wool. The present 
tariff makes no difference whether the g:rrment is made with ·25 
per cent of wool and 75 per cent of cotton or whether it is all 
wool and a yard wide. The rate of duty per pound of doth is 
the same, and that is carried up into the garment 'and that 
creates a great inequality and .a greater rate of protection on 
this class of goods, and that fact is responsible for the.enormous 
equivalent ad valorem rate that we ·find in the Government re­
port that you have J:)een so iree ln ·exploiting to the people about 
the -poor man's garment or the poor .woman's garment. This 
proposed ·schedule strikes ouLall that protection on cotton .found 
in the garment and Jeayes •Only the protection on the clean 
wool that is found in the manufactured article. I found it was 
a >ery ·easy process to ·burn out by acids .any ·:vegetable fiber 
-that appeared, carbonizing the vegetable content and easily 
. getting at the.amount of clean wool content and the weight of it. 
That was ensily found. When I found the praper weight for 
the proper duty 11er pound on >the 18-cent basis, ·why, the prob­
lem was -solved, .and so easily-not easily, there was a. ·good 
deal of �-�w�o�r�k�~�w�e� arranged rthe rate accoJ!!ding to th-e ·Tariff 
Board's Teport, and we found ample :warrant in the report of 
i:he Tariff Board to make up this schedule :of duty on •wool 
content in ·everything ·th:a.t >Should be covered by i:h-e protection 
of a tariff duty on the articles in Schedule K. 

Having done that the question 'then was, 'What duty was 
necessary to make up the difference in the cost of conversion of 
wool into the manufactured article all along the line? There 
·was .no more question rthen af an inequitable rate on ·wool; it 
was a question of wha.t duty was necessary on the manufactur­
ing of wool to make up the difference in the cost 'here n.nd 
abroad, and that was :most carefully figured on the statements 
·found in the report of the Tariff Boa:rd, .and they a.re repre­
·sented here in thls amendment. Now, I want to say-because 
·some of you gentlemen may not discover it-that ;in the ·original 
�s�c�h�~�d�u�l�e� as introduced two years ago the duty on tops -was 20 
cents a pound for the ·wool used in making tops, as there·was a 
waste of 10 per cent that ·was to be accounted .-for. Tw-enty 
cents a pound on tops and 5 -per cent for the conversion cost. 
I thought ·tlult was sufficient at that time. I have changed my 
mind 5 _per cent from .an examination of the subject. �~� find 
that the 5 !per cent ;would be .oufficient for .tops nt "70 �~�e�n�t�s� per 
pound. I find it would not ibe sufficient •for ·tops at 40 cents a 
pound. 

The differential of 5 per cent was ·not enough. It ·does not 
.mnke up the differnnce in the cost of the conversion on :the 

lower p.tice of tops, and s.o it ls Changed in this bill, _and instead 
of ·5 per cent 1t is 10 per cent, whkh does make up the differ­
. ence in ·tbe cost rof conversion. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] put a ·higher duty on tops, and, of com·s , 

·ma.h.-ing ·wool free, there i-s no necessity of any compensatory 
·duty and that ·is left out But the duty on conversion of wool 
into tops he fixed at 15 J;>er cent instead of 10, 50 per cent higher 
than in tllis a.mendillent offered by me. I believe, and I .ha\e 
studied the subject of tops a good ·deal since my attention w:.is 
called to it, -that the 10 -per cent duty is a 'fair, equitable proYi­
sion for making up the difference in the cost of making tops. 

The next change, and the only other change made in the !Jill 
since lt was _presented two years or a year ago, is that in pa r::i· 
�g�r�~�p�h� 19, as it is :numbered in the amendment-of course, we 
will change these numbers when you put this -schedule into the 
'bil1-1s that the duty on yarn o1 that class is 8 per cent. We 
raised it to 10 per cent to malre it correspond to the duty on 
wool ·taps, or combed wool. Otherwise the amendment is ex­
aetly as it was when I offe1;ed it in the Rouse before. ::'\ow, if 
you go through these Yarious items in this bill you will find 
that i:he duties -for the conversion of articles vary from the 
Unaerwood bill. On :yarns made wholly or in part of wool, 
>alued .at not more than 30 cents ..Per pound, the duty is 211 
cents per pound, the exact duty on the contents required in 
..making the ::Pound of yarn compensatory, and then 10 per 
cent--

The ·CHAIRMAN (Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky). The time o:f 
the gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PAYNE. I can not unless I can be allowed more time. 
MT. UNDERWOOD. I would like -the gentleman to state 

what-tax ·be has put on washed wool? I do not find any ta:x in 
bis bill. 

The CHA.IR:\IAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
-York [Mr. PAYNE] has expired. 

Mr. MAJ.'TN. l\Ir. ·Chairman, I yield -the gentleman "from New 
Yark five minutes more. 

Mr. PAYNE. Class 2, in washed wool--
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The sa.rne pound tax is on wool in the 

grease. I do not find it in the bill. 
Mr. PA.ThTJD. All wool, until you get up to scoured wool, is 

wool in the grease, and bears 18 cents peT pound. • 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The bill does not read ±hat way. 
Mr. -PAYNE. The gentleman is mistaken. I can not de\ote 

my ·five minutes to something that the gentleman will find when 
he 1.'eads ·the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will tell you about it when l come 
to that 

l\Ir. PA-YNEJ. Of .course you will make mistakes in regard to 
it and repeat some .that _you have been ma.king. 

In this amendment the ·conversion duty on yarn in the lower 
numbers .is 10 per cent on those not aver 30 cents a pound 
against his 20 per cent; is 15 per cent on those ·between SO and 
50 cents in value .against bis -20; 20 per cent on -those from 50 to 
80, the Eame as in the Underwood bill ; and there is an increase 
Jn my .amendment from 20 to 25 per cent on. higher-priced yarns . 
And all along through this schedule ·you will find we have taken 
care of the poor people's yarn, the poor peo..Ple's clothing, by 
reducing the duties. We need not have done it. We might have 
gone through with a small basket duty on the·whole business, as 
di..d the chairman, but we were trying to beparate and deal care­
·fully with the cheaper goods, .whether they were bought by poor 
or rich anywhere in the United ·States. But when they go up 
in the higher-priced cloths or higher-priced clothing, our duty 
on ·the cost of convei-sion was greater thll.n offered in the bill of 
the .gentleman from .Alabama [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD]. And so it runs 
"all the way through. . 

Why, we make a.s fine claths in this country as they do any­
where in the world, and we make as fine clothing in this country 
as they do anywhere in the world. Whatever condemnation 
may have been meted out to Schedule Kin its present form, and 
I have inCl.ulged in my share of it, this can be said of it, that 
-under it ·the woo1 indust:Fy, notwithstanding the conditions have 
changed so much, has been keeping on a footing in this country, 
and -the woolen manufacturing industry has gone forward with 
rapid strides, until we are making as good goods as they do 
anywhere in the civilized world. Clothing we make a little 
�w�~� , 

Now, I have·not the time to go into these details, which other 
gentlemen, perhaps, want to state. My simple object was to 
explain the bill But there is another item to which I must 
refer. 'There has been a duty on wool that is made into carpets. 
We prescribe a duty of 7 cents a pound, which was the old rate. 
It was put there becau e some of these carpet wools were 
combed. Some of them were used in making the coarser grades, 
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and they had. to put on a duty so as to preserre the dnty on 
<>ther forms and classes of wool. 

We ha·rn '.relieved that situation, and provided that whenever 
any manufacturer of carpets has pr-0ven to the Treasury De­
partment that he has used the third class of wool he has im­
ported in the manufacture of carpets he can get a rebate of 99 
per cent of the duty he has paid. In other words, under this 
substitute schedule carpet wools are free bf duty to the carpet 
manufacturers of the United States. 

I have not the time to go into it fully in the limited allot­
ment given to me, but if you will take time, gentlemen, to com­
pare the difference in rates in the manufacture of carpets all 
through this substitute bill, you will find that the rates in this 
bilJ are only equal to the Underwood rates on the very highest 
grades of carpets, while on the other grades they are as low as 
those of the Underwood bill -0r many of them lower. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will my 
colleague yield to me for a question? 

Mt·. PAYNE. · For a question. 
The CHAIRMAN (l\ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky). The time of 

the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman from 

Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] yield to me time f:or a question? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman from 

New York [Mr. PAYNE] state whether this substitute of his 
for Schedule K has been prepared in conformity with the 
Tariff Board's report? 

Mr. PAYNE. Absolutely, as near as human brains can do it, 
under the condition that the brains belong to the gentleman 
from Connecticut and myself; absolutely, as near as we could 
get it. If I had more time I -could go into that more fully. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman three 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. · The time of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr . .PAYNE] is extended three minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the ad valorems on car­
pets, on the cheaper grades, run in this substitute from ·15 to 
20 per cent. In the Underwood bill they are 30 per cent. On 
the cheaper grades of blankets our duty is 20 per cent as against 
his 25 per cent. On the less expensive garments we propose a 
duty of 25 per cent instead of a duty of 30 per cent. 

Now, I want to say, in conclusion, that in my judgment the 
principles of this substitute bill will yet be written in.to a 
tariff law. [Applause on the Republican side.] A sensible, 
reasonable duty on wool, on the wool content. will be a feature 
of the next protective bill that is made up and put on the 
statute books. It is so reasonable and so sensible that if you 
gentlemen on that side ever again revise the tariff and come to 
the rescue of the sheep as well as the goats of the country 
[laughter], you will put it there. You will, instead of giving 
20 per cent on goat hair-which is wool-give a duty of 18 
cents a pound upon goat hair, as is provided for in .this sub­
stitute. 

Why, gentlemen, extend your horizon so that it will take in 
something besides 3,000,000 goats, so that it will include 
50,000,000 sheep in this country, and then, instead of a duty of 
20 per cent, put a duty of 18 cents a pound on it, and when you 
go to bed and sleep over it you will pat yourselves on the back 
because of the fact that, notwithstanding the idea originated 
on this side of th-e House, you have solved the question of a 
wool tariff in this country and have got the proper basis, which, 
carried out, gives no more duty on wool content per pound in 
the wool in the manufactured article than it does on wool in 
the grease. 

Confident that this will go into ..a tariff bill in the near future, 
I am rec-0nciled to whatever you do in the Underwood bill on 
any subject. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. GABNEB] 
is recognized for 10 minutes. 

[Mr. GARNER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. �~�'�.�l�A�N�N�.� Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle­

man from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]. 
Mr. l\f.ARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, it _ was my 

purpose to have offered an amendment directed to the question 
of raw wool, providing for a duty upon wool in conformity 
with the provisions of that item in the new Payne wool bill 
which is to be offered as a substitute for Schedule K in the 
Undetwood bill. I desired to do that to bring into sharp issue 
the proposition that direct protection should be given to the 
producer in the field and on the farm as well as to all other 

producers· of the :countrjr. I -am, 110wever, more than satisfied 
to bring that question in issue in connection with the support 
of Schooule K a.s now prepared and introduced by the gentle­
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE], with which I am in full 
accord. That represents the first concrete example of a revision 
-0f the tariff upon scientific principles based upon an il:n])artial 
·gathering of the facts involved in the schedule. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has uttered in 
what to me is prophetic Yision the :statement that the future 
tariffs of tbis country will be made in accordance with the 
.adoption of that principle. Indeed, so firmly do I beliew in 
that statement that I wou1d be willing to suggest to the-gentle­
man from Alabama fMr. UNDERWOOD] that if he will change 
this bill upon the sugar schedule so as to provide that the free 
provision shall not take effect until four years from the adop­
tion of the measure instead of three I am willing to stake my 
political future upon the assertion that sugar would not be put 
upon the free list. 

There are certain conditions in our industrial .situation which 
all thoughtful and patriotic citizens re,,,"Tet. We have an .era of 
\ery great and universal prosperity, high prices, and good times, 
but the real difficulty is in an inequitable division of the profits 
-0f industry, whether it be the industry of the farm or of the 
factory, whether it be. the industry that brings forth the product 
of the brain or of labor. What �t�h�i�~� country most needs, in my . 
humble judgment, is a revision of the middleman downward. 
There are too many hangers-on, too many leeches upon in­
dustry, too great overhead charges, too much watered stock, 
purely fictitious capitalization, upon which dividends are ex­
actffi. 

The actual producer is not receiving too mu<:h for his prod­
ucts. This schedule that we are n-0w considering affords one 
of the very best possible illustrations of this .great truth. It is 
complained that prices are high upon food products. Prices 
are high upon the other neces&i1·ies of life. Wl:}at proportion of 
what the consumer pays for food products ever filters through 
to the original producer -0f those products? Not over 50 per 
cent of every dollar tha.t is paid for the products of the farm 
by the consumer ever reaches to the original producer, the 
farmer. 

And not to exceed 20 per cent of the 50 per cent, or 10 per 
cent of the whole, is profit to the farmer. Our Democratic 
friends would cure the high cost of the farmers' products to the 
consumer by taking off this 10 per cent that the industrious 
farmer now gets as profit. Take this wool .schedule, K. How 
much that a man pays for an average suit of clothes goes to 
the producer of those clothes? Among the other valuable 
facts which our Tariff Board collected they cited the average 
or representative suit of clothes to be retailed at $23. How 
much profit is there in that production, and where did it go? 
The cost to grow the wool was shown to be $1.55. The farmer 
was paid therefor $2.23, or a profit to the farmer of 68 cents. 
The profit to the man who made the cloth, without going into 
the items entering into it. is 23 cents. The profit to the manu­
facturer of the garments is $1.07. Or, in other words, the total 
profit that goes to the men who really produce the wool and the 
cloth and the garment is $1.98, less than $2. You follow it 
along, and the wholesaler gets $1.11 and the retailer $6.50, mak­
ing up the $23 in connection with the items of labor entering 
into the various stages of production. We should all concede, 
if we study this question, that the producer, whether he be 
the farmer who grows the wool and makes the profit of 68 
cents, or whether it be the man who makes the cloth, who has 
a profit of 23 cents, or the man who manufactures the cloth, 
with a profit of $1.07, is not unreasonably paid for his important 
services. The middleman comes in between and absorbs all the 
rest of the profit. · 

Now, the remedy of our Democratic brethren for the unequal 
distribution of the profits of industry is to cut down prices. 
That is the whole argument; that is the whole ·basis for this 
revision-cut down prices. What are prices? Why, prices are 
synonymous with profits, or they go parallel with profits. You 
can not cut down the prices a man receives for his labor or for 
his article of pToduction without cutting down his profit. The 
Democratic proposition is to cut down the profit, while the 
Republican proposition is to maintain the profit and undertake 
in a statesmanlike way the solution of the great problems of 
how to enforce an equitable division of profits, how to do away 
with the o>erhead charges, which are unreasonable; how to pre­
vent watered stocks and paying dividends upon them. In this 
era of marvelous prosperity-and it is the greatest we have ever 
had, and I do not speak in purely political language-we pro­
duce<! last year upon the farms and in the factories the greatest 
production ever in the history of the country. We exported_ our 

• 
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greatest export trade in 1912. We had a liberal exchange with 
other countries, and imported the largest imports ever in the 
history of the country. But the balance of our foreign trade 
was upon the right side-$551,000,000 to our advantage-and 
being in our favor, we have been able to maintain our gold 
balances in our business relations with other nations. As a 
result we have reached a high-water mark of gold accumula­
tions in the Treasury. The gold deposits in the United States 
Treasury at the present moment-I inquired a few days ago­
is $1,255,000,000; and the balance of this trade with foreign 
countries in our favor is one element which makes certain we 
can maintain this large gold reserve in our favor. 

For a condition of unfair division of the profits of industry, 
there being trouble over a proper division of the golden eggs, 
the Democratic remedy is to kill the goose that lays the golden 
eggs. If there are no profits to divide, we will ha\e no dispute 
o-ver the division of profits. 

I concede that it is a difficult task to apportion tariff duties 
even when you are guided by sound principles. Protective 
duties are designed primarily for infant industries, but as in­
dustries become strong the avarice and selfishness of men con­
strain them to contend for higher, if not for prohibitive, rates. 
They invent ingenious distinctions as a basis for favoring their 
particular industry at the expense of others. The manufac­
turer's stock argument is that he must have his raw material 
free. This argument is raw enough to entitle it to go on the 
free list. The truth is that raw material is purely a relative 
term. There is no such thing in the abstract as raw material, 
except material in its natural form, untouched by the hand of 
man. The moment you apply to it American labor, that mo­
ment it enters into some form of industry, and under our pro­
tectiT"e system is entitled to consideration in connection with a 
protective-tariff measure. That which is the finished product 
of one producer becomes the raw material of the next. Hay, 
corn, the steer, meat, the hide, leather, shoes, saddles, and har­
ness each in turn is the raw material and the finished product 
of the farmer, the packer, the tanner, and the manufacturer of 
leather goods. No one is more entitled to direct protecttve con­
sideration than the other. 

The New England manufacturer has worked this artificial 
distinction between finished products and raw materials into 
an exact science. Apparently, raw material is whatever New 
England has to buy and finished product whatever New Eng­
land has to sell. When the raw-material argument is not per­
suasi\e it is suggested that the desired materials are by­
products, and for that reason should have no share of protection. 
When the Payne Act was being framed it was claimed by boot 
and shoe manufacturers that hides were a by-product of steers 
and for that reason should go on the free list. It costs Ameri­
can labor and capital to produce the hide as well as the meat 
of a steer. It does not appear why one should be favored 
and the other disfavored. The tariff hog has developed 
as a by-product of the protective system. He has done 
more harm to the cause of rational protection than all its ene­
mies. 

Uuder a scientific revision of the ta.riff American products 
should be protected to the extent of the difference in cost of 
production here and in foreign countries, and this measure of 
protection must be apportioned to all American industries with 
an absolutely even hand. The Payne Act, with the exception 
of two or three schedules, was a substantial downward revision 
of rates and is a much better tariff act than the majority of 
the people have yet discovered. 

Now, in conclusion, I want again to say that, in my humble 
judgment, the people of this country-and it is a protective 
country, and always will be-will not be satisfied with this 
present crazy-quilt revision, made upon no principle, perfectly 
b1ind as to the cost of production at home or abroad, or any 
difference between them, measuring a little sop to an industry 
llere and to another there, shutting off the farmer on his prod­
uct of wool but placing a protection upon the farmer who pro­
duces Angora goats. Why, this sort of a revision is a farce, 
and all with the avowed purpose of cutting down profits upon 
industry. Low prices have always been synonymous with hard 
times; high prices have always been associated with good times. 
Yon can not cut down prices and profits without destroying the 
yery basis of our industries. _ 

And so we are quite content in this schedule to put forth in 
concrete form our belief as to what is the proper way to revise 
the tariff, with a proper regard for the difference in the cost 
of production here and elsewhere, and measuring out to eyery 
industry, whether it is on the farm or whether it is in the 
factory, a direct pr.otectimi against the cheap labor and cheaper 

producing conditions in other countries, maintaining a higher 
market for Americans, maintaining a profit for all men who 
labor with their hands and brain to produce greater wealth for 
the entire country. [Applause on the Republlcan side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

[Mr. MOORE). 
Mr. MOORE. l\Ir. Chairman, whatever reported differences 

there may be between the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] and myself with regard to the amendment that he has 
offered were fully discussed in the Republican conference, and, 
like my distinguished friend, the political soldier from Texas 
[Mr . GARNER), I will be as good a man in the ranks as he is 
and not discuss the matter here for the benefit of our Demo­
cratic friends. 

I am pleased that the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
MARTIN] has opened up the question of the difference in cost 
between the producer and the consumer. He has also told us 
something about the middleman. That gives me an opportunity 
to say one thing that is very seldom said in this debate, and 
is nernr understood apparently, on the other side in the dis­
cusion of the tariff question. It relates to the price of clothing. 
Some time ago I �s�e�~�u�r�e�d� the raw material for a suit of clothes, 
the cost of which in cloth was $7.87!. The cloth was made in 
the Dnited States in a woolen mill in Rhode Island. All the 
tariff for which the Payne bill was responsible was in that 
$7.87i. The woolgrower had received the benefit of 33 cents 
per pound on the scoured wool, and the sorter of the wool had 
been protected by a compensatory rate against the cheaper 
sorter wages in foreign countries. The man who scoured the · 
wool had been protected against the cheap scouring wages 
abroad, and the man who carded the wool, and who combed 
the wool, and who changed the wool into yarn, and who 
dyed it and woYe the cloth, and every one of the particular 
stages in the process of turning the wool into cloth, had been 
protected nnder the Payne bill by what are here denounced as 
compensatory duties. That is to say, in each ·stage of the 
development of the raw wool up-to the cloth stage the separate 
occupations had been provided for, and there had been a 
measure of protection afforded to the workmen in the United 
States, or even to the manufacturers, if you please, against 
the cheaper foreign competition. Now, all that under the 
Payne bill had been provided for, covered, and put behind 
in the cost of the cloth, which was $7.87!. 

I took that cloth to a merchant tailor, who told me it was too 
good to have been made in the United States, and who insisted 
that it must have been an imported article. I disabused his 
mind of that and told him to make that piece of cloth into a 
suit and send me the bill. His bill for mah.'ing up that $7.87-! 
worth of cloth was $30, and when I asked him to analyze the 
bill he gave me these details: The wages paid to pieceworkers 
on coat, vest, and trousers was $12.50. This first labor cost 
therefore was more than the original cost of the cloth, which 
covered every one of the "iniquitous features" of the Payne 
tariff law. The wages paid to weekly and yearly workers was 
$6.50-all beyond the duties of the Payne tariff law. Paid for 
material, trimmings, and so forth, $4.50. There may haye been 
some little duty upon those trimmings, which, of course, were 
separate from the �3�~� yards of cloth. The gross profit to the 
merchant tailor was $6.50-a total of $30 for making up $7.87! 
worth of cloth. All " the crime " of the Payne bill was in the 
$7.87! and the middlemen, from the woolgrower, who is covered 
in the $7.87!, to 1\Ir. 1\Ioore, who bought that suit of clothes and 
paid for it, was absorbed by the labor cost employed in the 
making of that suit-seamstresses and cutters and others-and 
the profit to the merchant tailor was $6.50, and I assume that a 
large proportion of the $6.50 of profit had gone into rent of 
store, had gone into advertising in the newspapers, had gone 
into delivery service, and light, and furnishings, and the other 
incidentals of conducting a merchant-tailoring establishment. 
I have described the processes not understood or considered by 
those who tirade against the so-called compensatory duties, and 
I have chided my distinguished friend from Texas �~�o�r� pro­
tecting " the special interests" in his State, the Angora goat, 
because whether he now speaks in the interests of the great 
public or whether he still speaks in behalf of " the special 
interests," it does appear in the Underwood bill that these 
" offensive" Payne methods, from production to consumption, 
have been followed literally and absolutely by him. 

"Hair of the Angora goat," and so forth, is made dutiable at 
20 per cent ad \alorem. 1Jl.rst, let us consider the hair of the 
Angora goat in the raw, as it comes from the farm. The first 
step is to protect the raisers of the Angora goat to the extent o:t 
20 per cent ad yalorem. 
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The second step. in this compensatory process in the Under.­

wood tariff bill 'is 25 per cent ad valorem on " tops made from 
the hair of the Angora goat." Put 20 per cent ad valorem with 
25 per· cent ad valorem, and you have got 45 per cent ad valo.­
rem up to the stage of. the tops that come from the hair of the 
Angora goat. 

"Yarns made of the hair of the .AngoTa goat," 30 per cent 
ad valorem. That is the third sta-ge. Add that te the 45 per 
cent ad valorem, and you have got 75 per cent ad valorem as 
you proceed in your stages of production: and �m�a�n�u�f�a�c�t�u�r�e�~� 

"Cloth and all manufactures of every descriptioll; made of the 
hair of the Angora goat," foui'tli stage. Take your 40 per cent 
protection compensatory on: " Cloth and all manufactu1·es of 
every description made of the hair of the Angora goat;• and. 
add that to the 75 per cent ad valorem, and you have got 115 
per cent protection: thus far to the Angora goat. 

And, lastly, on "Plushes, velvets, and all other pile fabrics 
* �'�~� * ma.d€ wholly or partly of the hair of. the Angora 
goat;' 50 per cent ad valorem is the duty imposed by the Under:.. 
wood bill. Add that to the 115 per cent already indicated, and 
you have got 165 per cent protection in an to the Angora goat 
of Texas, whiJ.e you take off all protection from the wool of 
sheep and other products of the great industries of the North. 
[Applause on the Republican sided 

1\fr. Chairman, no schedule in this bill has been. so unjustly 
and SO· cruelly and so brutally treated as this Schedule K. No 
schedule has been so misrepresented:. or u:sed n.s· a vehicle of 
abuse and opposition as has this schedule. I do not care 
whether we may differ slightly on this side among oursel've&­
whether we conform literally to the Tariff Board or not-I 
still believe that we have a right to insist that we ha-ve full 
information:a:s to what we are doing before we plunge one. billion 
and a half of capital into a condition of chaos,. before. we turn 
out of employment half a million opeuatives engaged in. the 
woolen mills of this country. 

President Taft himself,. who· made a speech at Winona, 
Minn.-and that was a sweet morsel in:. the mouths of third­
party Representatives and Democratic Representatives a.like­
�~�a�s� led to say, in the veto �m�e�s�s�a�~� sending back the: Under­
wood-La Follette bill, that it was too dangerous a propo­
sition to overthhrow the· vast industries. and unsettle condJ­
tions, as it would. 

I realize how futile it would be to undertake to amend the 
schedule as brought in by the, Committee· on Ways and Means. 
I have been in consultation with some of the practical men in 
the business, who know something about the business. I have 
asked them whether it would be wise to undertake to amend 
this bill. I have spoken with some of them who are in con­
sultation with their colleagues, who are greatly concerned 
throughout this whole eountry over the question, and their 
ariswer has been, "No; it would be useless to attempt to amend 
that bill To amend a single paragraph would be ineffectual." 
· "No single amendment to. the wool schedule would avert 
disaster and conserve. the industry," says one of the best in­
formed men. on Uris q.uestion,. one of the men who knows, best 
what he is talking about. And the only suggestion he and his 
friends make is that it would help the industry, with tlie 
stock it now has on hand, if the fatal day for the passage 
of the bill, or at least the making of it effective1 would be. 
postponed until December 1. 

Gentlemen think sometimes it is a horribly unfair propo­
sition for one to stand on. this floor representing the- man who 
has the. industry and the courage to start great enterprises-. 
When he does that he becomes the spokesman of the "special 
interests:" I have in my hand now a letter which comes from 
my city--

The CHAilli'1AN. The· time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman five 

minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

MooRE] is recognized for five minutes more. 
Mr. MOORE. I have in my hand a letter from a gentle­

man of my city who came up from Virginia not long ago-, 
ambitious to start in an enterprise. He did start a woolen 
mill, which is now fairly under way. He writes: 

SHEPPERD· MANUFACTURING Co., 
Phiiadelpliia, Pa.,. April �8�0�~� 1913. 

Hon. J. HA.UPTON MooRE, Washington,. D. C. 
lUY DEAR Sm: I should be most pleased if you would send' UB a copy 

of section " K " of the pending tariff bill. My understand:tng of the 
matter· ts that tWs ta.rill bill will take effect from its passage. The 
bill in itself is· bad enough, bui; to have- the bill take effect immediately 
will put the American manufacturers in a most awkward p.osition. 

We l:!ave bought raw mate1·ial at the existing prices, and, as you are 
aware, tile demanus fer labor have increased- lQ tG 15. per cent in the 
last six months. We are forced to sell our goods on the basis of present 

prices-; and when, the tariff· bill takes- effect, reducing the ptices �o�~� 
merchandise, we- will . be forced to sacrttlce the merchandise, as the 
tariff bill will not give us an Qpportunity to dispose of· the merchandise 
on hand. If tlie. date for this bill to beeome effective· shou:l.cI be pcst­
poned until such time as would· enable the American. manufacturer to 
dispose of the merebandise he ha:s on hand, he could at least make 
an effort to adjust matters to meet the future conditions. To show 
you the ill effect of the· bill now pending,. we are in receipt of a letter 
from a large customer, to whom we s.old> 3.,000. yards of dress goods. 
In. which he demands tha:t unless we will guarantee to protect him 
against any reduction in the cost of merchandise by reason of the 
passage of the tariff bill that we could cancel his �o�r�d�e�r�~� These goods 
ar.e all: made and are in the stockxoom ready to be shipped June 15. 
The cancellation of· a large number of orders on. hand will put the. 
American manufacturers in ar very brul position financially: 

The small �m�a�n�u�f�a�c�t�u�r�e�r�~� like ourselves, having a total outout of only 
one-halt a million yards. a year, wiU find himself up. against a desperate 
pr.oposition. I am sorry to. add to IOur �a�l�r�e�a�d�~� heavy burden by writ­
ing· you as above. 

WLth- sincere thanks for yaur· efforts in behill o:f the· American mann· 
!acturer, and with very b.est wish-es, I am, 

Very truly, yours, 
SHEPPERD MANUFACTU:BL'{G Co., 
GWYNN T. SlmPPEitD, President. 

I have a letter here from an importer. �~�r�d�i�:�n�a�r�i�l�y� l look upon: 
letters from importers with a slight degree of suspicion. They 
may be: regarded a.s. the middle· men, concerning whom complmnt 
is made. But here is one who tells me- tha.t_ this morning he 
received a telegram from one of hiS! Turkish correspondents in 
which he quotes a standard. gl!ade ef wool fon 27 cents. This is 
3i cents per pound advance,, or mere than: one-half of the dtity. 
I read: 

PH.IL.I.DELPHIA, .April f5, JIJ13. 
�H�o�n�~� J. HAMPTOW MoOREl, 

Kot1,se oJ Represen.tatives, Wasli:Wigton, D. a. 
Sm : Tt may interest you to know how. fre.e wool is being received by 

the· foreigner. 
This morning we- received a cablegi-am: from. one of our Turkish cor­

respondents in. whi:ch he quotes for a certain sta:ndard grade oil wool 27 
cents. The price. we paid him last yeai:_ at this time. was �2�3�~� cents. 
Tbis is 3! cents per pound advance, or more than one-half of the· duty. 

Yesterday we received advices from. another correspondent, and the 
minimum price he' named tor the new season's wool is 15 per cent 
big.lier than last yeax:, on 4 cents. per pound advance. 

You will see-already who is going· to get· the fienefl.t- of the abolition 
of the duty. These are only;. two instances:; there are many others that 
could be· giv.en. . 

Recently Mr. Wilson is reported to have said that the· prices of .Ameri­
can wools and. foreign w:ools 'l;Vere already on a level-. Of course they 
are. The· foreigner is gomg to. grab-at feast one-half, if not- two-thirds, 
of the ducy, and the America,rr woolgrow0i"· is going to lose the rest, if 
not mo.re. But we do not s.ee how this.. tends. t0: diminish the cost of 
living. 

Yours, faithfully, TA!PTERSFililLD Co., 
B. TATTERSFIELD, Prestdc1i.t 

This imperter-sees where the cTut-y· wiU g0; It will go to the 
foreign raiser of wool, and the. American• raiser of wool will be 
the loser. 

Last night my friend, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER!, in answer to my question. w.<Ynld not declare. that there 
was a. trust in the cotton trade. When I asked him about the 
wool trade. he said he had not made· the declaration that there 
was a trust in the wool trade, but he had heard of a wool trust. 
I am no spokesman for any wool trust nor for any special in­
terest in the woolen industry, but I have in my. hand a state­
ment which illustrates just how far our friends on. the other 
si'de are accurate as to- the'i·r· information. It is said· there is a 
woolen trust; that it is knewn: as th-e American Woolen �C�a�~� 
The total number of woolen., and worsted mills in the United 
States, by the census of 1909; iS' 913. Of these only 3t> are con­
trolled by the American Woolen Co. 

'I'he total capitalization. employed in. the industry is $415,:-
405,000r while the capitalization of the Amei;iean Woolen Co. 
is $60,000,000. The annual vaJ.ue of the products of· the mills 
of the United States is $419,826,000, and the total annual value 
of the products of the American Woolen Co. is $51,000,000 ... 
This incubus,, this octopus, this Ainerican Woolen Co., therefore 
controls only one-eighth.part o:f tlle w.ool industry of the_ United 
States. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [!1r. PALMER] could 
not answer last night except ailirmatfvely that there is such 
competition in the wool trade in the United States, and the.i;e 
is. such competition in the cotton trade, that the.prices are kept 
down. and that they are to-day· as. lo.w to. the consumer as theY. 
will ever be. 

MF .. Qhairman, just one word abeut thls. report. Schedule K 
is perhaps the greatest piece of �g�1�'�1�e�s�s�w�o�1�~�k� in. the Underwood 
bill. It is· patchwork from beginning to. end, unscientific-, w:i..­
pab:iotic, calculated to, destroy a gi:eat industry. 

As to raw wool, I have some-statisties here which I think 
are of great value in the consideration of this question.. Raw 
wool is: the farmers' proposition. It i.s not the manufacturers.' 
proposition. I assume it would not hurt the manufacturer ir 
raw wool were made �f�r�e�e �~ �;� but I have been consistent for a duty 
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on raw wool, because I want a duty on finished articles, a!ld I 
want to provide true protection all along the line, and have 
voted so to do, even to the extent that I did not vote for the 
reciprocity bill, and thus differed from the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. GARNER], in that I differed with my President. 
Take the record as it is set forth in the schedules and as ·it 
appears in the Democratic tariff handbook. Do they propose 
to raise revenue by reducing duties? Let us see. Let us 
understand their process of reasoning. 

Under the Payne bill the imports of raw wool in 1910 were 
$47,687,293; in 1911, $29,572,259, a fluctuation of nearly one­
half. Yet we are changing from specific to ad yalorern dnties 
and still expect to raise a specific amount of income. In 1912 
the importations of raw wool were $33,141,408, a vast difference 
from 1910, showing the difficulty of estimating revenue on the 
ad Yalorem basis. But under ad valorem rates we are going 
to get what we are going to get. Now, how does the committee 
adjust this in its report? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky). The time of 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. l\IANN. I yield to the gentleman two minutes more. 
l\Ir. MOORID. The original Underwood bill had a duty of 

. 20 per cent ad valorem on raw wool. It estimated imports 
of the value of $66,991,000 upon which to collect the duty. 
The bill that was vetoed by the President-the so-called Under­
wood-La Follette bill-increased the duty to 29 per cent ad 
\alorem ; but still the committee expected to bring in $60,000,000 
worth of goods. In your original committee bill-the one that 
was rejected by President Wilson-the committee proposed, as 
a sop to the farmers, to give them 15 per cent, a vast. redl,lc­
tion from the two former bills, but it was still estimated that 
imports would amount to $60,000,000. A variety of duties but 
no change in imports. And when the committee came to give 
to the common people the" great boon" of free wool, regardless 
of the rights, interest, and welfare of the farmer and of the 
producers of the country, when they brought in the last bill­
the one we are now 'discussing-then, with free wool, by some 
process of scientific or mental reasoning which I can not com­
prehend, with this great inducement to the foreigners to bring 
in their wool free of duty, they reduced the yalue of expected 
imports from $66,000,000, which they estimated under the 20 
per cent ad valorem basis, to $33,000,000 free. How they are 
going to accomplish this the Lord only knows. I leave it to 
some of their statisticians to divine. [Applause on the Repub­
lican side.] 

I append these interesting facts in tabular form so that those 
who wish to solve the riddle may do so: 
Raw wool impo1·ts and. ctrect of the vario1rn Democratic rates on importea 

,-a10 wool. 

Raw wool. 

I
Rat.eof Valueof 
duty. imports. 

�~�~�~�~�~�~�~�~�~�~�~�~�~ �~�~�~�~�~�~�~�~ �:� 

Actual imports, years ending June 30: Per ct. 
1910 ...••.................•..............••..................... .. . $47,687,293 
1911.... .. .. . . . .•. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29,572,259 
1912.. .. ............ .. ....•.............•.••..•............ ........ 33,141,408 

Democratic rates and estimates for a 12-months period: 
House bill (62d Congress) .......... .. .......... ....... .... . 
Vetoed bill (62d C-Ongress) ....... ......................... . 
Committee bill (63d Congress) . ........................... . 
Reported bill (63d C-Ongress) .............................. . 

20 
29 
15 

Free. 

66,991,000 
60,000,000 
60,000,00J 
33,309,000 

N OTE.-The above estimat.es are obtained from the Democratic reports and Tariff 
Handbook of the Ways and Means Committee. 

l\Ir. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will ask to 
be notified when I have consumed 15 minutes. l\Ir. Chairman 
and gentleman of the committee, Schedule K has been the 
storm center of tariff revision. The people of our country are 
aware to-day that the schedule of wool and woolens contains 
the most extraordinary multiplication of duties of any one of 
the schedules of the existing law. They are aware that Sched­
ule K imposes a greater hardship upon the consuming public 
of our country than any one of the 14 schedules of the tariff. 
Schedule K has been the Jonah of the Republican Party. If 
they had been able to cast it overboard four years ago it is just 
possible that their hip of state might be still afloat riding 
i-ight side up, but they failed to revise Schedule K and that 
duty was immediately intrusted by the people of the United 
States.to. the Democratic Party. 
· Now, o·ur bill bas �~�k�e�n� all duty off raw wool and has re­

duced the duty on woolen goods from an average ad valorem 
of 94 per cent which, in effect, really was often from 150 to 

200' per· cent; down to a reasonable· basis of 35 per cent ail 
valorem. 

The gentleman from New York [l\Ir. PAYNE], the distin· 
guished former chairman of the committee, has twitted u.1 
with the fact that in the last Congress our revision of Schedule 
K carried a 20 per cent duty upon raw wool, and that out 
bill to-day places raw wool on the free list. But I maintain 
that there is no inconsistency in this, and that the record of the 
Democratic Party upon the subject of a tax upon raw woo! 
is ab olutely consistent and clear for decades in the past. 
For example, the l\Iills bill of 1888 placed raw wool on the free 
list. The Springer bill of 1892 did likewise. The Wilson law 
of 1894 placed raw wool on the free list, and when we came 
to the Underwood bill in the last Congress we were con­
fronted by a totally different situation. Then we were pro­
ceeding to revise the tariff schedule by schedule, and our 
friends over on the other side of the aisle here were just wait­
ing for us to bring in a schedule showing a grave loss of 
revenue in order to charge us with incapacity to manage the 
affairs of the Go·rnrnment. So when we reported our bill in 
the last Congress to the caucus, carrying 20 per cent on raw 
wool, that bill was adopted by the caucus after an ardent 
debate, but concurrently with the adoption of the bill came 
the adoption of a re olution by the caucus stating that Re: 
publican extravagance in the management of the Government 
required us to raiee revenue even on the neces aries of life 
like raw wool, and so our 20 per cent rate on that commodity 
at that time was no abandonment of Democratic principles. 
[Applause on the Democrtaic side.] 

So my friends will see that our record is absolutely straight 
and consistent from beginning to end in relation to raw wool. 

Now, I consider that the placing of raw wool on the free list 
as the greatest achievement of this Democratic revision of 
the tariff. I do so for two reasons-one economic, and the other 
political. 

·As to the economic necessity for free raw wool, every other 
civilized country of the world, except Russia and our own, 
admits wool free of duty. To. anybody who has studied the 
intricacies of the wool and woolen duties in the Payne law it 
will at once become clear that a tax laid on the raw material 
at 45 per cent ad valorem, as it is in the present law, may be 
twice the original amount of .45 per cent ad valorem when that 
tax reaches back to the consumer. That is so because in the 
processes of manufacture of raw wool into tops and tops into 
yarn and yarn into cloth and cloth into woolen clothing, each 
successive manufacturer makes an addition to the amount 
originally paid in duties on tlie raw wool to represent his profit 
and bis rate of interest upon his increased capital. So that 
when the tax falls upon the back of the unhappy consumer it 
if' out of all proportion greater than the tax which was origi­
nally laid on the raw wool itself. 

As to the sheep-raising industry, of course I come from a 
city district and my opponents may maintain that I am not 
qualified to speak about the farmer's end of this argument. 
But I have giyen several years' study to the question of wool 
duties and their supposed effert on the sheep-raising industry. 
and I have come to the conclusion that no amount of tariff �p�r�o�~� 
tection is ever going to save sheep farming for wool as an 
industry in the United States. 

A century ago the green hills of l\Iassachusetts were coYered 
with sheep, and the plea ant valleys in my own State of New 
York had great flocks of :sheep; but little by little sheep raising 
has been crowded away from the more thickly settled States 
until it has mostly �~�a�k�e�n� refuge in the semiarid lands of the 
Rocky Mountains. Higher forms of agriculture are eyerywbere 
making the land more valuable and ma.king it impos ible to 
raise sheep at a profit. The consequence is that this frontier 
industry, in order to maintain its exi tence in our country dar­
ing any considerable periOd of time, will have to erect around 
the grazing lands where the sheep are fed, a wall to keep out 
all settlers and all impro-rements and all advances in agricul­
ture. 

It so happens to-day as a matter ol practical interest, when 
the farmers are complaining that we are going to hurt them 
by reducing the duties upon the wool, that there is a great 
shortage in wool all over the European countries, and there has 
been such a competition in the purchase of wool in tho e coun· 
tries that wool is selling for as high a price abroad as it is in 
the United States at the present moment. A curious reSl1lt of 
that is that within the last few weeks we haYe actually 
exported some 150. bales of Ohio wool to Braclford, England, 
to be used in the woolen mills there. Of course, su11posecl pro­
tection to wool bas created a demand �f�~�r� that i1rotection among 
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the farmers, and if gentlemen upon this floor who represent 
States in which wool is produced desire to go back n.nd scare 
the farmers in those States by inducing them to believe that 
sheep raising will be unprofitable when wool goes on the free. 
list, it may create some temporary depression of the wool mar­
ket. In that way they may succeed in frightening some un­
thinking farmers; but the farmers-wool producers-who have 
studied the question to-day realize what I think all of us in this 
Chamber must realize, that the sheep raising of the future in 
our country is going to be and is to-day increasingly profitable 
for the mutton end of the business, and that woolgrowing is 
to become increasingly profitable only as a by-product of sheep 
raising in the Unitecl States. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Just a few words, l\fr. Chairman, about· the political aspects 
of this matter. I regard the doctrine of free wool as the 
trumpet call in the battle against protection. Those who have 
ever studied our tariff history are aware that the greatest 
force for keeping a protective tariff on the statute books has 
been the alliance between the woolgrowers and the woolen 
manufacturers. This alliance, established 40 years ago, has, 
�~�i�t�h� one brief interval, to this very day kept upon our statute 
books rates of duty running .up to .150 and even 200. per cent 
upon woolen clothing. Tbe way they were able to do that was 
because the woolen manufactming States of the East by ally­
ing themselves in Congress with the woolgrowing States of the 
West were able to secure from the gentlemen representing the 
sheep-growing districts votes enough to establish and maintain 
upon our· statute books the sky-high rates upon woolens. That 
is the alliance with which we have been doing battle. That is 
the alliance which, according to the statement of the last Presi­
dent of the United States, was too strong for the Republican 
Party. President Taft himself was in favor .of revising down­
ward Schedule K, and I have no doubt tha.t my esteemed and 
distinguished colleague, the former chairman of this committee 
[hlr. PAYNE] was also in favor of a downward revision of 
Schedule K, just as I believe a number of gentlemen on that 
side of the House were. But it was of.no avail. The President 
in his Winona speech admitted the iniquities of Schedule K, 
and solemnly said that this historical alliance between the wool­
growers and the woolen makers was too stron-g for the Repub-­
lican Party and was able to prevent them from revising down­
ward Schedule K. This alliance exists to-day. It is not 
powerful in Democratic councils, because· our bill shows what 
we think of it. They have sent their lobbyists down here to 
Congress week in and week out, and they ha-rn gone home con­
vinced at last that the representatives of the people, instead of 
the representati,·es of the interests were now writing a tariff 
bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The woolen manufac­
turers, who would unquestionably be benefited by free wool, 
have not asked us to give them free wool. There is not a single 
une of them in the record of the hearings before the com­
mittee who came and asked us for that which no doubt they 
most ardently desired. The reason why they did not was 
because this alliance still exists to-day, and it is the duty of 
the Democratic Party to break that alliance, and to do that we 
must put wool on the free list. ' 

Mr. · Chairman, just a few words, in conclusion, about the 
benefit of free wool to the consumer. Our friends on the other 
side like to make fun of the amount of duties upon wool that 
is transmuted into cloth. I have already endeavored to show 
them that the amount which the man who buys the cloth has 
to pay by reason of the wool duties is far in excess of the 
nominal amount of those duties. Of course with free wool a 
man who;lrnys a custom-made suit of clothes for $45 or $50 is 
not going to get his c1othes appreciably cheaper, because tailor­
ing is one of. the chief expenses in that style of garment. He 
�m�~�!� get better �c�l�o�t�h�~�s�,� he may get Scotch or Saxony cloths, 
wmch are now sometimes beyond his reach; but the man who 
buys the cheap suit of clothes, where the amount paid for the 
�r�a�~� wool is proportionately more important, is going to get his 
smt under our 35 per cent duty appreciably cheaper. He not 
only is going to get Ms suit of clothes cheaper, but he is going 
to get a suit made out of real wool instead of a suit made out 
of shoddy or cotton substitute. He is going to feel the differ­
ence by the beneficial effect of placing raw wool upon the free 
1ist. 

i'llr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
�~�I�r�.� HARRISON of Kew York. I beg the gentleman's par­

don, I can not. After this when a man buys an $8 or a $10 
suit of clotheE in our country he will be sure that that suit has 
l'eal wool in it and th'.1 t the first time he goes out in the rain 
ihe suit will not wilt Ul!d h•ter stiffen np like a piece of old 
�s�t�o�·�- �~ �:� �~�p�c �.� 'Ille ti('opL cf our <:'ountry ham been absolutely ex-

eluded from the use of cheap real woolen clothes, from . the use 
of cheap real woolen blankets, from the use of good cheap 
woolen fabrics and cheap women's dress goods by the·law that 
i.s now on the �~�t�a�t�u�t�e� books, and absolute relief from that situa­
tion is what the placing upon the free list of raw wool means to 
the consuming public of the United States. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Ac!ANN. Mr. Chai rman, I yield five minutes to the gen­
tleman from Michigan [1\fr. FoRDNEY]. 

Mr. FORDNEY. .Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have lis­
tened with considerable interest to what the gentleman from 
New. York [Mr. HARRISON] has said about wool. In reply to 
him as to the rate of duty being excessive and the consumer 
paying that excessive duty in this country, and so on-that is 
the substance of his argument-I want to refer to the Tariff 
Board report. I rely upon that as being correct, or practically 
so. The Tariff Board, after an. exhaustive report upon the 
cost of the production of wool in this country and abroad, says 
that in South America the cost of the production of wool is 
from 4 to 5 cents per pound, after crediting up to the flock all 
the moneys received from the sale of lambs, for mutton, and 
otherwise, so that when South American wool comes on the 
market of the United States it comes here at a cost to the 
South American woolgrower of from 4 to 5 cents per pound for 
production. 

Adding to that the freight, the cost of freight is about a cent 
a pound from South America to the New England States. That 
report shows when going to Australia, where an exhaustirn re­
port was made, that the average wool coming from Australia, 
the wool coming from the most favorably situated ranches in 
Australia, after crediting up to the flock moneys received from 
the sale of sheep and lambs, there is no cost against the wool 
at all, except from some of the most remote ranches in Aus­
tralia there is a cost against the wool, but after an exhaustive 
investigation· in the United States, where the experts called 
upon 12,000 farmers situated in 173 counties in 19 States of the 
Union, they show there is a cost le>ied against wool of the first 
class of 12 cents a pound after crediting up to the flock the 
moneys received from the sale of sheep and lambs for mutton; 
and on all wool from the whole United States, wools of the first 
class· and of the second class and third class, 9! cents per 
pound and as high as 19 cents a pound for Ohio wool. Now, 
by placing wool upon the free list when the western farmer 
from the mountain States comes on the market to the woolen 
mills of this country (the only market he has in the world fol' 
bis wool), he goes there with a charge of 12 cents a pound, 
against no cost at all from the Australian wool, where the heft 
of our importations of wool to this country come from. The 
Tariff Board report has pointed out the fact that the freight on 
wool from the mountain States is H to 2 cents a pound to the 
woolen mills of this country. 

So that when the Australian and the western farmer go with 
their wool to the markets of the United States, the farmer of 
the United States goes there with the charge of 14 cents, includ­
ing freight, with only 2 cents against Australian wool. The duty 
on that class of wool to-day is 11 cents per pound. Explain to 
me, then, how you are not going to injure a legitimate industry, 
if the growing of wool in this country is a legitimate industry, 
by removing all their protection, this 11 cents per pound. 

Let me refer to the clothing report for a minute. The Tariff 
Board purchased in England 16 samples of cloth, the duty on 
which was $76 and some cents; they paid $41 and some cents 
for those 16 samples in England, so that when those goods 
were brought to this country, duty paid, they cost $118 and 
some cents. They looked around to find whether or not those 
goods were being made in this country. That rate of duty, 
$76 on the $41 of foreign value, is 183 per cent ad valorem, so 
the board reports: But what is the consumer paying in this 
country, they ask? Because of that excessively high rate of 
duty on those grades of goods, that industry has been stimu­
lated in the United States, and we are not only producing all 
that class of goods here, but we are making some for export to 
nonmanufacturing countries. 

The CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FORDNEY. I would ask the gentleman to give we a few 

minutes more. 
And the board shows also the report that the conYel'sion cost 

abroad is not more than one-half of what the conversion cost is 
in this country. In other words, it costs us 100 to 150 ver cent 
more to produce those goods in this connh·y than abro:td. 
What is the consumer paying for the goods of wbic11 tbey 
brought here samples of? I nstead of $118. they say $G9.7ri, 
not the difference between the foreign cost and 100 �v�<�~�r� c·€ut in 
cost of conversion, but much less. And the ad rn lo rem is thP-
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differenc.e lretween the foretgu cost and the· price that the con­
sumers. pay in this- country, which is 'Z4 per cent and not 183 per 
cent. I wish I onJy-had the time to go all along down the line. 
But here is another most. interesting industry, and that is 
mohair. 

There is a firm located over here at Greystone, R. I.- J"oseJ!h 
Benn & Sons Co. (Inc.)-and a member of that firm, r believe, 
is in the city of Washing.ton right now, and perhaps in the 
gallery, Mr. Harrison BennL That firm has a factory in Brad­
ford,. �~�l�a�n�d�,� and thi's is what Mr. Benn tells me with his own 
mouth. They have from one to two million dollars invested in 
their plant at Greystone<, R. I., but because of the duty main­
tained on raw mohair, which is an article they consume, and the 
low rates of duty on the finished product, they are obliged to 
close th.eir factory in the United States and go back to Brad­
ford, England, and supply the United States market from there. 
I got those words from the Ii.PS of the �g�~�n�t�l�e�m�a�n� this morning. 
Here is the difference in. wages paid in his factory in Bradford, 
England, and his factory in Greystone: With 10 per cent of his 
employees, in wool sorting the wages in Bradford, England, are 
$5.40 a week, at Greystone, R. I., $11.63 a week; for- drawing­
room employees, $3.31 in Bradford, $7.83 in Greystone; spinning, 
$2.74 a week: in Bradford, England, $6.94 at Greystone, R. I .; 
for pickers, 73 cents a dny at Bradford, an average of $2.25 at 
Greystone. And on the larger portion of that class--28 per 
cent of his employees-the wages are 98 cents a day in England, 
$3.01 at Greystone, R. I.-an average per week of $6.12 as 
against $13.77. And the total average of all the employees in 
the factory, as I have figured it up here, is in Bradford, Eng­
land, $4.39 a week as against $10.73 a week at Greystone, R. I . 

You, in your great desire to protect the Angora goat, from 
which the finished product of this firm is made, have made it 
impossible, so this gentleman says, to- continue his industry in 
Greystone, R. I. Is that a thing that you want? Do you 
want to transfer the industry to Bradford, England, now by 
keeping: a duty on the raw material and fixing the duty on the 
finished product so low that American labor can not compete 
with English labor? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. FORDNEY. If you will be brief. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I wilL If they close that mill, will it net 

help the business of the importers of New York City? 
Mr .. FORDNEY. Why, the importers of New York City came 

before the committee in great numbers appealing-for lower 
rates of duty, or free trade, and no other soul on God's green 
earth did come asking for free trade. 

:Mr. AUSTIN. Have you heard of an importer that complains 
of this bill? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Na; but I haYe heard a great many favor­
able comments from them. 

Let me say, gentlemen, there is no other market in the world. 
f or the wool of au grades grown in this country but the woolen 
mills of the United States. Away back in 1894 or 1890 there 
was a gentleman whose name is Osborne, who was· a candidate 
far the office of governor of Wyoming; a great Democ:rat, and in 
favor of free woo-I. He told in a joking way afterwards, "I 
came within 3 cents a pound of getting it-free wool," because 
that was all he could get for his wool. [Laughter.] He was a 
very extensive woolgrower in, Wyoming, and just at that time 
there appeared a higher price abroad for wool than was paid in 
the United States. He accordingly shipped his wool to London, 
England, and before his wool had arrived there the price went 
down. 

The CHAIRMAN. ThB time of the gentleman has. expired. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Just one minute more, if the Chair please. 

He kept his wool in a warehouse over there and paid the rent 
and storage upon it in England until the Republican Party once 
:oore got ba-ck intv power and put wool on the protected list, 
and then he·brought that wool back to the United States and 
sold it here. 

That is what the Democrats helped you to. do at that time. 
That is what a Democrat will get this time, gentlemen. I saw 
sheep sold in the State in which I live, in my home town, dressed 
carcasses, brought into· town in the winter of · :!.8ff5 and 1896 in 
sleighloads and hayracks, with signs on them: offering to sell 
them throughout the town, "Your choice for 75 cents a carcass." 
I saw 100 lambs 8 months old sold in October last year in a 
little town near my home; they brought the farmer $5.86 a head. 
A gentleman stepped up and said, " My friend Matthews. I 
brought year-old wethers to this town in 1891>, 21 in number, and 
took home to my father's house for them $21." 

Gentlemen, that is the difference betweerr free. trade in wool 
and protection to the wool induffi:ry. [Applause on the Repub­
lican side.] 

I append the following as a part of· my remarks : 

Comparative Zis:t of wages paid b1j us in Bradford, England, ancZ Uniteti 
States of ..4.merica on March 1, 1919. 

We are combers, spinners, and manufacturers of mohair and alpaca 
and make identically the same classes of goods on the same classes ot 
�m�a�c�h�~�e�r�y�,� runrung at the same speed i.n both countries. The hours of 
labor m England are �5�5�~� and In the Unlted States o:f America 56 pel! 
week. We have taken. one-half penny to equal l cent: 

Bradford 
wages. 

Greystone 
wages. 

.Approxi-
mate 

percentage 
of persons 
employed 

in each 
depart­
ment. 

Per cent. 
Wool-sorting.room: Sorters .•••••••••••••••• •• 

�C�o�m�~�:�r�n�~�~�~�~�d� carders-

S2. 40 4. 37 �3�~� 

M:ales •• · ·-· · ········ · ·· · ············ · · Females •.••••••• •• •• •• • • - •• ••. . ..... 
Fixers . .• . . •..••••••• •.••••••••••• •••• • . .. 

Dra.wing room: 
Drawers, females .•• __ •• •• ••••• ••••••••••. 

�i�~�~�:� �[�:�~ �:�:�:�:�: �: �:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�: �:�: �: �:�:�: �: �.� 
Spinning roomi 

Spinners-
Short spools, 160 spindle.s • ••• •• •• •.••. 
Long spools, 160 spindles-. •• •• •• . .. • •• . 
Short spools, 240 spindles •.•• _.. --· • •.. 
Long spooJs., Z40 s11indles . ••• • ••. •••• -
Short spools, 320 spindles •••••••••••• • 
Long spools, 320 spindles . ••••• ••• • • ••• 

Dofiers_ .•.• .• •..•.•........ ····· ··· ····- · · 
Weaving room: . 

50 p1cka·per mch in cloth . • •.••• •• ••• •••• - · 
60 picks per inch in cloth. ....•••..•.. •. .. . 
70 picks per inch in cloth . .•..•••.•..••• . •. 
80 picks per inch in cloth . .•.••••• ·- .••.•.. 
90 picks per inch in cloth. •.•••• •••• •.••••. 
100 picks perinch in cloth. .••••• _ •..• . . •.. 
Loom fixers ••• • • •••• •• • • • • • •••••• • •• __ •••• 
Perchers •• ••• •• --- •••• - · · · •••• ••• •••••.•• • 
Menders . ••••••••••••• ••••••••• - - •••••• • • • , 

Fower plant: 
Firemen •••••• ••• ·- •• •. . _. .•••••••• ••••• •. 
Watchmen .. ...•• •• •••. .••.•.•.••••••••••• . 
Engine tendel"s ... ··· ···· · ····-· · ······-· · 
Greasers ...... . ... . . . •..• ··-· ··- . •...•.. •• • 
Elevat.or attendants... ............ ......... . 
M:echanic.'! •• - - •• • •••••• ••• ••• - •••• • ••••• ·- • 
Blacksmith .• ·········-···· ····· ·········· C3l'penters . •. ...... - . •..•••••• ••.• ••.• • . - : 

Y a.rn scouring, beaming,. etc ..•. -- ••. ••• ••• ••• . �~� 
.Apprentices: 

First year . . . ••.• ••.••• ••.••••••••••••••. • . 
Second year. _. •••••••••••• •• _. ••••• • • . • . • . . 
Third year··- ······-···· ·-·-·-····-···· ­
Fourth year ..•. ············ · - · · · . •• •••••. 

GREYSTONE, R. I ., .April t:J, 191S. 

4. 68 8.60 } 
3.36 7.50 
8.16 18. 25-19. 35 

3.00 7.50 } 
2.92 7.50 
3.48 8.60 

2.28 
2.40 
2. 76 
2.88 
3.24 
3. 36 
2.28 

5.35 ) 6. 45 
6.45 
7.50 
7.50 
8.60 
5.35 

. 48 . 1. 49 } :g88 �k�~�}� 

. 78 2. 41 

. 88 2. 'l1 

.98 3.01 
8.64 17.20' } 
6.24 13.00 
3. 84 10. 7&-11. 30 

6.00 12.50 
6.00 1.5.00 
6. 72' 13. 50-15. 60 
5.04. 12.50 

3. 84-4. 32 9. 65 
7.92-&40 16.10-17. 20 

7.92 11.20 
6. 72--8:.16 16.10-17. 20 

4.56 10.00 

1.92 
2:40 
2. 88 
3.36 

6.50· 
7.50 
9.00 

10. 50 

10 

25! 

2S 

5} 

CJomparati11e costs of moha·ir and- alpaea: cloths maniif actttred in Uni tea 
States and. in. England. 

1 

Cost per yard of cloth made in United States 
under the new Underwood bill of 20 per 
cent ad valorem. duty Oil' raw mohair arrd 1 
alpaca ...•. -· .... . ....... ..... . .... _cents .. ' 28. o 

Cost of imported cloths under the new Under- . 
wood bill paying a duty of> 40 per cent ad : 
valorem • ............ . ...... _. . . -· .. -cents:. : 24. 5 

Advantage to importer over United States i 
manu!acturer . . . .... .. . ... .. . .... per cent . . ' 12. 5 

· Cost of cloths made' in United. St.ates· under 
free raw mohair and alpaca • ........ cents .. 27. O 

Cost of imported cloths paying 35 per cent 

3 

32.5 

2S.3 

12.9 

31.1 

Qualities. 

31 33 84 93 
�~�- --,_ --

36. 5- 42. 7 69.2 46.9 

32.3 37.4 69.9 41.I 

11.5 12.4 13.4 12.2 
I 

: 35.5 41. 0 65.9 45.5 

duty ad valor-em, as per new Un<leJ:1Wood 
bill.. •. - . . . ........... .•......... ... cents •• Zi.7 , 27.3 . 31.2 36:1 57.8 39.7 

Advantage to importer over United States 
manufacturer ... . . .......... ... .. per cent.. 12. 2 12. 2 12. 1 12. O 12. 3 12. 7 

Cost of imported cloths paying so· per cent Ii 

duty acl valorem ..... .. . ............ cents .. 26. 2 30.2 34.6 40.0 64.1 44.0 
Cost of imported cloths pay1ng 55 per cent. 

27.0 31.2 . 35. 7 41.3 66.2 45.4 duty ad valorem. ........ ......... .. cents .. 
1 

Cost of imported cloths paying 60 per cent. 
·27.9 32.2· 36.8 42.6 68.3 46.9 1 dutvadvalorem . ... - · · ····-······ ··cents .. 

. Percentage of duties Jaid on imported cloths 
99.0 87.3 83.3 79.6 86.5 103.0 ' under the Payne- drich bill. ... per cent .. 

- - _ ... 

I 

I 
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Comparative costs of mohair and alpaca cloths 1nanufactured in United 
States and in England-Continued. 

Cost per yard of cloth made in United 
States under the new Underwood 
bill of 20 per cent ad valorem duty 
on raw mohair and alpaca .... cents .. 

Cost of imported cloths under the new 
Underwood bill paying a duty of 40 
�~�e�r� cent ad valorem .......... cents .. 

A vantage to importer over United 
Sta;tes manufacturer ....... per cent .. 

Cost of cloths made in United States 
under free raw mohair and alpaca, 
cents ................................ 

Cost of imported cloths paying-35 per 
cent duty ad valorem as per new 
Underwood bill .............. cents .. 

Advantage to importer over United 
States manufacturer ....... per cent .. 

Cost of imported cloths paying 50 per 
cent duty ad valorem ........ cents .. 

Cost of imported cloths paying 55 per 
cent duty ad valorem ........ cents .. 

Cost ol imported cloths paying 60 per 
cent duty ad valorem ........ cents .. 

Percentage or duties paid on imported 
cloths under the Payne-Aldrich bill, 
per cent ............................. 

GREYSTONE, R. I., April 23, Jg13. 

Qualities. 

97 386 488 545 �~�1�~� 880 

78.2 37.0 33. 7 39.0 45.0 31.2 39.7 

69.0 31.6 29.4 34.1 40.2 27.3 35.5 

11.8 14.6 12.8 12.6 10. 7 12.5 10.6 

74.8 35.3 31.6 37.5 42.8 30.0 37.1 

66.6 30.5 28.4 33.0 38.8 26.4 34.3 

11.0 13.6 10. l 12.0 9.3 12.0 7.5 

73.9 33.9 31. 4 36.5 43.0 29.2 38.0 

76.3 34.9 32.5 37. 7 44.4 30.1 39.2 

78. 7 36.0 33.4 38.9 45.8 31.0 40.5 

83.2 83.8 91.1 93.1 77. 8 88.8 80.0 

JOSEPH BENN & SONS (INC.), 
By HARRISON BENN. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the gentle· 
man from California [Mr. J. I. NOLAN.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. J. I. 
NOLAN] is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. J. I. NOLAN. Mr. Chairman, the night before last I 
submitted to the House a petition, containing 409 letters from 
citizens of California, protesting against the reduction of the 
rate on sugar. It was not my intention to have· those letters 
printed in the RECORD. Through a mistake the petition was 
handed to the RECORD clerk instead of being dropped into the 
petition basket. 

Previously I had filed a similar petition containing 1,941 
names, and they covered only 10 lines in the RECORD. I have a 
facsimile of the petition that I filed with these 409 letters. I 
intended to take up in the RECORD only the same number of 
lines and not to have printed the 409 letters in full. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I do not want to burden 
the �~�E�C�O�R�D� of this House with letters that are not necessary to 

·facilitate the business pending before the House. I do not want 
to prove �b�u�r�d�e�n�s�o�m�~� and I do not want to prove expensive. 
And when the time comes I want to ask permission of the House 
to have the mistake corrected and all these letters stricken out 
of the permanent RECORD of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield frre minutes to 
the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. BROCKSON.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 
BRocxsoN] is recognized 'for five minutes. 

Mr. BROCKSON. Mr. Chairman, the woolen industry, now 
under consideration, has forcefully demonstrated the insuffi­
ciency and �i�n�j�u�s�t�~�c�e� of a protective tariff. The manufactured 
woolen goods are now protected by a high tariff, averaging 
about 90 per cent ad valorem. The prices of woolen goods are 
high, yet the employees of the woolen manufacturers are among 
the lowest paid workmen in all the industries in this country. 

The Tariff Board of 1911 investigated the wages of 30,454 
workmen, other than weavers, in woolen mills in the United 
States and reported that of these wage earners 3,482, or 11.4 
per cent of the total number, were paid less than 10 cents an 
hour ; 6,153, or 20.2 per cent, were paid from 10 to 11.99 cents 
an hour; and 6,007, or 19.7 per cent, were paid from 12 to 13 
cents an hour, showing that more than one-half of that total 
number of workmen were paid not more than 13 cents an hour, 
while many of them received less than 10 cents an hour. The 
board also reported that in the investigation of the wages of 
3,182 weavers weaving woolen and worsted goods in the United 
States it was found that these weavers were paid from 10 to 
35 cents an hour. Of that total number of weavers only 42 
were paid more than 30 cents an hour, and more than one-half 
of them were paid from 10 to 20 cents an hour. The same 
board's report as to the country of birth of the employees work­
ing in woolen and worsted mills in this country states that-

In the establishments investigated, 12,799, or 36.5 per cent of the 
total number of persons employed, were born in the United States and 

22,230, or 63.5 per cent, were foreign born. Of the 22,230 foreign 
born, 12,297 persons, or S5.1 per cent of all of the employees in the 
mills, were natives of Italy and the countries of eastern and south· 
eastern Europe. 

The testimony given before the committee of the House of 
Representatives in March, 1912, at the investigation of the 
strike at the mills of the American Woolen Co., at Lawrence, 
Mass., disclosed a shocking condition of the laborers in that 
highly protected industry. It was shown that that company 
paid $6 to $10 a week to its weavers; paid on an �a�v�e�r�a�g�~� only 
about $6 a week to more than 20,000 laborers ; and paid as low 
as $3 to $4 a week to children employees 15 and 16 years of age 
and charged them for the water which they drank at the mills. 

Miss Margaret Sanger, a trained nurse, testified before the 
committee that during the strike in February, 1912, she took 
some of the children of the families of the strikers to New 
York to be cared for there, 119 one day and 92 a week later. 
She said: 

The condition of those children was the most horrible that I ha>e 
ever seen. 

Out of the 119 children 4 of them had underwear on, and it was 
the most bitter weather; we had to run all the way from the hall to 
the station in order to keep warm-and only 4 had underwear. 

Mr. Foster asked her­
How about the outer clothing? 
Miss Sanger replied : 
It was about in rags; their coats were eaten oil as though they were 

simply worn to shreds. 
She also said : 
They were very much emaciated; every child there showed the 

effects of malnutrition. 
The report of the investigating committee that shows this 

pauperized condition of the wage earners of the American 
Woolen Co. also shows that that company made a profit of 12 
per cent on a capital of $1,744,169,234 in 1905. 

Certainly no man will contend that tb,ese employees of the 
American Woolen Co. received a share of the protection which 
was given that company on the goods manufactured by it. No 
one can gainsay that that company has kept down wages by 
employing foreign-born laborers. It appears that 65 per cent 
of all its employees were foreign born. 

Much has been said in the debates here during the last few 
days about protection for the benefit of the laborers of this 
country. Some gentlemen on the other side of this House still 
seem to contend that protective-tariff laws insure prosperity to 
our wage earners. The investigations which I have mentioned, 
as well as other investigations, have fully shown the fallacy 
of such argument. 

A protective tariff protects the favored manufacturer, but 
does not protect the laborer who toils in the factory. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] The laborer is left to sell his labor in 
the open market and meet the competition of the laborers of the 
world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] By a protective· 
tariff law the Government empowers and permits the manufac­
turers to collect large sums of money from the consumers to aug­
ment the private fortunes of such manufacturers and trusts 
them to be generous and just to the laborers they employ. 
Under such laws the manufacturers obtain for themselves all 
they can get and pay to their laborers as little as conditions 
will permit. [Applause on the Democratic side.] -

When these beneficiaries are asking for a continuation of a 
high protective tariff upon their product they display great 
concern about maintaining a high standard of wages for Amer­
ican wage earners, but when they employ their workmen they 
almost invariably employ them at the lowest wages for which 
they can get them regardless of whether they be Americans or 
�f�o�~�g�n�~�&� . 

I speak of foreigners not disparagingly, but to show that the 
manufacturers employ them because they can get them more 
cheaply than American laborers. And why? The foreigners 
come here often with but little money, and they must take the 
first employment that they can get. 

Further, I do not want to be understood as being opposed to 
the foreigners. To a foreigner who is an agreeable person I 
say, welcome to our shores; but I do object to the manufacturers 
of this country obtaining protection for the benefit of labor and 
then not giving the full benefit or share to the laborers of this 
country, but encourage foreigners to come here to work at a 
low rate of wages. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The employees of the cotton mills of this country also receirn 
very low wages. The census of manufactures for 1905 shows 
that 310,458 cotton-mill operatives earned $94,377,696," an aver­
age of $304 a year, or less than $6 a week for each person. 

The wage earners in these and other highly protected indus­
tries receive lower wages than are paid to the wage earners in 
the unprotected industries of this country. 
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The Senate committee on wages and prices gives the wages 
per hour paid in 1910 in building trades in the principal cities 
of the United States and in other unprotected indusb.·ies, as 
follows: 

Bricklayers .................................. ----- •... -- ... . 
Stone•asons ........... ·- ......• ··-.•..... ·- ··- ... ·-·· ···-· .. 
Structural-iron setters .............................. ·-· ....... . 
Ornamental-iron setters .......•.....•......... ·- .•..•......... 
Plasterers ..... ............•..... ·- •........................... 
Tile setters ................................................... . 
Plumbers .................................................... . 
.Steam. fitters ..•........ ·-· .....................• _ ......• ·-·. 
Carpenters .... ·······-··············· ..•.. ·-··· ...•......... 
Painters .. ...........•.•••.•.•••.•.•.•...................... : .. 
Sheet-metal workers .• _ .........•.•........................... 
Electricians .................................................. . 

Highest. Lowest. 

Centa. 
81! 
87! 
65 
62! 
87; 
69 
811 
81t 
62; 
60 
681 
681 

The Department of Commerce and Labor gives the fol1owing 
wages per hour in the United States, in 1.907, for males: 

PRINTING NEWSPAPERS. 
Compositors ------------------------------------------ $0. 5206 

�~�~�~�~�f�u�~�'�i�i� �:�~�:�:�~�~�~�1�:�.�8�-�=�=�=�=�=�=�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�=�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:� : �~�~�g�~� 
Stereotypers ----------------------------------------- . 4905 

SHIPBUILDING. 
�B�l�a�c�k�s�m�i�t�h�s�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�~�-�-�-�-�-�- .3063 
Boiler makers------------------------------------------- .2956 
Ca!Jrers, wood------------------------------------------ • 3656 
Fitters------------------------------------------ • 2814 
Riggers ---------------------------------------------- • 2458 
Riveters------------------------------------------------ .3072 

�T�h�~� labor organizations have done more to maintain and in­
crease the wages of the American workingmen and to improve 
their conditions than have the protective-tariff laws. 

!fr . Taft, when he was a candidate for President in 1908, in 
a speech at East Liverpool, Ohio, said: 

I sympathize with the men that by manual labor are building up this 
country, and to say that I am opposed to their organizations and trades­
unions lS to say what is utterly false, for I have studied the �q�u�~�s�t�i�o�n�.� 
I have h:id to study it as a judge. I have had to stu-Oy it as an executive 
officer dischargini; duties aITectin&: labor and Labor organizations, and I 
am strongly in favor of them. l believe they have done a great serv­
ice to labor in elev11tin"' its wages, in enabling them to meet capital on 
.a level and secure jusUce for them, in enabling them to apply to Con­
gress and State legislatures and secure legislation in their behalf, and 
I think it would be a sorry day for this country if labor organizations 
were not encouraged. 

The protective-tariff laws not only fail to insure good wages 
for the wage earners, but impose unjust burdens upon the con­
suming masses. Such laws are unjust because they discriminate 
between different dasses of citizens. Many are required to pay 
a tariff tax without receiving any benefits whate•er under the 
tariff laws. 

Under the laws now in force the farmers of n-;y State are 
required to pay a tariff tax on nearly everything they purcha e 
and sell their produce at prices fixed in the open markets of the 
worlcl., without receiving any benefit from the tariff. These 
farmers must pay a tariff tax on their clothing, their household 
goods, the lumber for their houses, the wire for their fences, 
their carriages, wagons, and all their farming implements. 
When they market their crops of wheat and corn they must sell 
them for prices fixed in the open market, because millions of 
bushels of wheat and corn are exported yearly from this country. 

The bill now pending before the House, if enacted, will reduce 
the tariff taxes to a just revenue basis, and relieve the farmers 
and other consumers of the tax burden which has been placed 
upon them by the existing laws. 

This bill places on the free list agricultural implements-­
plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, 
agricultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, 
thrashing machines, wagons, and carts, and all other agriculturaJ 
implements, and raw wool; and reduces yarn, from 79.44 per 
cent to 20 per cent: blankets, from 72.69 per cent to 25 per 
cent; flannels, from 93.29 per cent to 25 and 35 per cent, accord­
ing to value; dress goods, from 99.70 per cent to 35 per cent; 
clothing, from 79.56 per cent to 35 per cent; webbings, and so 
forth, from 82.07 per cent to 35 per cent; and carpets from rates 
ranging from 50 per cent to 88 per cent to rates ranging from 
20 per cent to 50 per cent, and makes material reductions on 
other necessaries of life. 

I fully approve the principle of the Democratic Party that 
the Governm1illt has no right to impose or collect tariff duties 
exceIJt for the purposes of revenue to pay the necessary ex­
penses of the Government. I agree that much of the revenue 
needed by the Government should be conected by tariff duties 
upon imp0rts. 

It is surprising to hear gentlemen on the other side of this 
House speak of the pending bill as a free-trade measure, when 

th-e bill provides for an average duty of 29 per cent ad vn1orem. 
The Democratic Party does not favor free trade, but stands for 
a low tariff, properly adjusted upon a revenue basis. This 
country prospered under low-tariff laws before the Civil War. 
The duties were raised and' lowered at different times, but at 
no time did the Democratic Party or any other party attempt to 
put the country on a free-trade basis. 

The Walker tariff of 1846, with an average duty of about 24! 
per cent ad valorem, continued in force to the satisfaction of 
the people for a period of 11 years, a longer period than any 
other tariff law has remained in force with.out agitation for a 
change. 

Hon. James G. Blaine, in his book Twenty Years of Congress, 
said: 

The principles embodied in the tariff of 1846 seemed for the time 
to be so entirely vindicated and approved that resistance to It ceased, 
not only among the ppople but among the proteetive economists, and 
even among the manufacturers to a large extent. So <>-eneral wns this 
�a�~�q�u�i�e�s�c�e�n�e�e� that in 1856 a ¥irorective. ta.riff was not suggested or even 
�~�~�~�~�a�~�l�s�.� any one of the t ree parties which pre.sented presidential 

The needs for reTenue during the Civil War caused the 
duties on imports to be raised. Since then various changes 
have been made in our tariff laws, but the duties have been 
kept high. For several years the people have been demanding 
a reduction in the tariff. The Republicans failed to comply 
with that demand. Last fall the people elected the Democrats 
to reduce the tariff and make other reforms. By the enactment 
of the pending bill the tariff will be properly reduced, the con­
suming masses will be relieved of the unjust tax burden now 
imposed upon them, and business will be placed upon a natural 
and permanent basis. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield :five minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Chairman, it ,is a most important and 
significant fact that in the course of this long debate no man 
has appeared here to represent the interests of the wool manu­
facturer or the great American Woolen Co. They say they 
oppose tariff reduction because it will injure the laboring 
man. The plea of defending others is a subterfuge as old as 
history, �u�.�.�.�.�~� to divert attention from that which can not be 
openly defended. Every man who has enslaved another man 
has enslaved him under the claim that it was :for the benefit 
of the enslaved. Every nation that has conquered and subju­
gated a defenBeless people has conquered them under the claim 
that it was to better the condition of the subjugated. Every 
burden that has been heaped upon the masses of the people 
for the benefit of the few has been heaped upon them under 
the claim that it was for the benefit of the many. This 'Plea. 
of defending labor is only a repetition in history-the defense 
of monopoly, �e�x�t�o�r�t�i�o�n�~� and the invasion of human rights. 

fr. �C�h�a�i�r�m�~� there is and can be no justification for the 
policy of high protection, especially so fa-r as the sn.me affects 
the vital necessaries of life. There is and can be no justifica­
tion for increasing the cost of neces aries, and renderin.,. them 
more difficult for the people to obtain, for private benefit. 
There is and can be no justification for taxing the necessaries 
of life consumed by one man for the sp.ecin.l benefit of another 
man. There is and can be no justification for taxing the vitn.l 
necessaries of life to make a so-called reasonable profit, or to 
make any profit, other than the fair and reasonable cost of 
their production, because nece saries are a part of the earth 
which man takes along with the right of b.;lbitation, and you 
have no more right to restrict their use to the people than you 
have to set a limit upon the right of man to live. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

There was a time when the individual man was more inde­
pendent for the necessaries of life than he is to-day. There 
was a time when every man produced with his own hand, or 
under his own roof, or within his own control a supply of all 
or the greater part of his needs. But the increasing popula­
tion of the earth and industrial change have compelled him to 
specialize, to cease general production for himself, and either 
to produce along one single line and depend upon �o�t�h�e�r�~� for a 
part of his necessaries, or to work for wages and depend upon 
others for all of his necessaries. This ab olute dependency of 
one man upon another man for the vital necessaries of life 
has brought a new problem before society, and has enjoinP.d a 
new duty upon government-the duty of protecting necessa ·ies 
from private monopoly and of holding them free from !ncrC'as­
ing cost for the use of all the people. The right to live is not 
more vital than the right to enjoy the necessaries of life. The 
fruits and products of the earth are as essential to man as the 
right of existence itself. To suffer the hands of pri>ate 
monopoly upon necessaries, under the shelter of a high pi-o­
tective tariff, to increase their cost and render them more 

l 
I 
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difficult for the people to obtain is not only a restraint upon To -vote flgaiust this bill is to vote against the interests of my 
human welfare, but it is a restriction upon the \"ery right to 1 .own :State in this: It is to vote to continue undestroyed, even 
llrn. unimpeded in the exercise -of its selfish power, the wool monop-

The common articles of food, and clothing and fuel, and ·ma- .oly, which bas destroyed the effect of the existing tariff of J 1 
terials for shelter are among such necessaries. They are the cents per pound on raw wool. This is proven by the undisputctl 
natural inheritance of man, and the people are entitled to enjoy fact that since the tariff of 11 cents per pound on wool wns 
their use and comforts free from the burdens of private �m�o�~� enacted wool has sold at about the same price in the London 
nopoly, and at the least cost consistent with production. market, in free.-trade England, as in protected United States. 

I deny the principle of high protection, as the same affects This pregnant, most instructive fact can be accounted for in 
the vital necessaries of life. I deny the right to increase the no other way than that the Wool Trust (and rememlJer that 
cost of necessaries and render them more difficult to obtain for there is no other object in forming a trust than to ci:eate a 
private benefit. I deny the right to tax the necessaries con- monopoly) has the power, since it is the sole purchaser of 
urned by one man for the special benefit of another man. wool in this country, to beat down the price of its raw material 

[Applause.] I deny the right to tax the vital necessaries of life , for its own advantage; and since it is the only seller of manu­
to make so-called reasonable profits for the benefit of any indi- factured woolen goods in this country, protected by a high tariff, 
vidual or any private interest; 1 deny that governments are ti also has the power to demand extortionate prices for its 
instituted among men to extort profits from the necessaries woolen goods. This artificial system has destroyed the effecti ....e­
required for human existence. I deny the right to maintain a ness of the tariff of 11 cents on raw wool, and every wool­
system of tariff taxation under which the cost of the vital ; grower is interested in destroying the Wool Trust. 
necessaries of life have been raised so high to the laboring man I have the hope, almost amounting to absolute belief, that free 

• that he can no longer with his own hands and his labor support a wool will be ·better for my State and for woolgrowers every­
fumily, but must drive his children out of the cradle into the where in our country than present conditions under the sway 
factories and into the sweatshops to earn their own living and of the private monopoly in wool. Remembe· the case of hi<le . 
burden society with the·curse of child labor. The cattle industry was alarmed some years ago when the 

The OHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. tariff on hides was rem-0v.ed. But since hides were placed on 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l yield 10 minutes to the gentleman the free list they have sold at a higher price than when they 

from New Mexico [1\Ir. FERGUSSON]. were "protected." Hides and leather are a world eommodity, 
Mr. FERGUSSON. Mr. Chairman, I am in the category of subject to the world demand, because they are a world-wide 

some other Democratic Members of this Congress who worked necessity. -Wool is also a world commodity and a necessity to 
and voted in the Democratic caucus for a tariff on wool. I. :all of mankind, and in universal and constantly growing de­
represent a large woolgrowing State, and I haTe labored for a man.d. It is at least p1·obable that wool, like hides, unshackled 
if:a1·iff on wool for two reasons. from the artificial manipulation of the wool monopoly, itself 

In the first place, the revenue necessary to run this Govern- shielded by an outrageous tariff wall, will sell even higher than 
ment, which must be raised by the Democ.rats now that they are it has heretofore sold under artificial restrictions. The condi­
charged with the duty of carrying on the Government, is very tions can oo no worse for the wool-raising industry than they 
large, something like one thousand million dollars a year, and now are under conditions whieh have caused it to be selling no 
this vast sum will never be less, but will increase year by year, higher here than in free-trade England. Stripped of extraneous 
and it must be raised mainly by a tariff on imports, according causes, if the theory of protection is sound, wool should now be 
.to the traditional Democratic policy. Wool has always been. a · selling for 11 cents per pound more than in England. Free wool 
large revenue producer and always will be, as it is a world com- can not be any worse than that, whatev-er the cause. Further­
modity and universally in demand. In the second plaee, I be- , more, I am in accord with this bill because all of my life I have 
lieve that the tariff for revenue should be equitably adjusted with been fighting by the side of those Democrats who believe it is 
reference to all revenue-producing commodities, and also with wrong to maintain by law special privileges in. this free Gov­
reference to all sections of our country, so that any incidental ernment. Under the sway of the trusts we have seen such 
benefit that may flow from such revenue tariff may be fairly anomalies as this: While l\fr. Carnegie was making his $500,­
distributed. New Mexico, being a large p1·oducer of wool, and 000,000 in a short lifetime, we have seen his workingmen 
many of my constituents '.fearing that the placing of wool on the -almost shot down in strikes in an eff-0rt to get a part of the loot 
free list may injure this industry of our State, I �k�n�~�w� it is my of protection. We have seen in a later day the inhumanity 
duty to represent their interests in this tnatter. But, notwith- that caused the strike at Lawrence, I attended the hearings 
standing my belief that in this first reduction of the tariff it .about that strike. Here in free America, a trust magnate in 
would have been better for the industry in my State and more charge of those mills at Lawrence, reputed, I have heard some 
in accordance with the wishes of my constituents to leave a say, to be worth $100,-000,000-nobody denying that he is worth 
tariff of 20 per cent ad valorem on wool, I am going to vote for tens of millions of dollars, the head of the Wool Trust-we 
this bill, which places wool on the free list. [Applause on the have seen little boys and girls working in those mills beeause 
Democratic side.] The reasons which compel me to so vote I the father, with five Ol" BU: children, gets such meager wages 
shall now briefly state. that he is compelled to take hi.s W or 12 year old son or daughter 

The tariff is being revised this yeal,", not as last year by a out of school and put them to work. They conducted that 
separate bill for each schedule, but by a single bill, including all strike under awful conditions. They said to this magnate that 
·schedules or subjects in one bill, and therefore to vote against the price of their meat and bread and necessary clothing had 
the bill would be to vote against the cherished political prin- doubled under the sway of ·the special interests. They went 
ciples of a lifetime. It wauld be to vote against the graduated humbly and ssked .for a �r�a�i�s�~� of wages and they were denied, 
income-tax measure in this bill, the fairest and most just tax .and the strike eame. 
-ever invented, by which the heaviest burden of taxation shall Mr. CAMPBELL rose. 
be borne by the greatest beneficiaries of our heretofore partial l\1r. FERGUSSON. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield. I do 
Government, under which enormous fortunes have been a<!cumu- not want to be discolll'teous, but I �i�h�~�l�Y�e� something to say and 
lated in private hands, and which great fortunes will be pro- only a short time. The whole movement that has united the 
tecte<l by our Government for the future, no matter how un- Demoeratic Party all over this country, which has split the 
justly acquired, under the unquestioned �e�o�n�s�t�i�t�u�t�i�~�n�a�l� provision Republican Party in half-.and .from my sta,ndpoint tb.e best 
that sacredly guards the rights of property as well as of person. half of it is now disputing with the Democrats for a stand on 
Those without wealth have borne the burden of taxation here- the platform for the people-compels me to vote for this bill. 
tofore; hereafter let those who have escaped taxation, who have, Not to vote for it I should hal"e to deny all of the teachings of 
even got the lion's share of taxes extorted from the poor, -0s- my youth and my whole study of publie questions since I be­
·tensibly for revenue purposes, pay the taxes in proportion to came a man and all that I have been trying to do in .a humble 
the wealth they hold but have not earned. Further, to vote way since I have been in public life. I shall therefore -.ote for 
against this tariff bill is to vote to continue in force the infamous - this bill not, as it is flippantly charged on the other side, be­
Payne-Aldrich tariff, which Democrats and Progressives alike cause I am gagged by a caucus. I :Shall not vote foJ.· it for that 
are pledged to wipe off the statute books; for the repeal -0f reason. I vote for it as a free man, untrammeled, because I be­
which the Democrats and Progressives cast, in round numbers, lieve it will be no worse under free wool fox the g1·ower.s of 
7,000,000 out of a total of 10,000,000 votes in the last election. wool in ,r:ny State than it is when the benefit of 11 cents a pound 

To vote against this bill is to vote to c-0ntinue the rule of on wool is denied them through the power and domination :0f a 
this countI·y by private monopoly-by those "malefactors of monopoly. I vote for it, also, upon the broad ground that the 
great wealth" who have by the insidious power of wealth, of gr.eat movement of the people, the great rebellion in this <!oun­
wealth unpatriotic, insatiable, and cruel, perverted our benefi- try, using that term in a political sense, against the cruel domi­
-cent system of representative government into a government nation of £pecial interests is such that I would belie every im­
Tepresentative -0nly of their private interests and desires. pulse of my nature if I did not do so. Being in accord wilil 
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this new Democratic administration, which represents not only 
tlle Democratic Party, but also half of the Republican Partyt 
und, to my mind, the patriotic lJ_alf of it, I would be recreant to 
e-rnry sense of right if I did not vote for the bill. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle­
man from Il1inois that I have agreed to yield five minutes to a 
gentleman who is not now in the Chamber. If he comes in I 
will yield to him, but if he does not there will be but one other 
speech upon this side of the House. 

l\lr . MA.:. TN. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [:Mr. BROWNING]. 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I am receiving a great 
nnmber of protests from manufacturers of my district and 
State against the passage of this bill. They fear its results, 
Rnd, in my opinion, there is just cause for this fear. In my 

. home city of Camden, N. J., we have several manufacturers 
of worsted and woolen ;v.arns, and I am in receipt of a let­
ter from one of the largest of these concerns advising me 
of the activities of English manufacturers who are watching 
tlle progress of this tariff bill, and in.closing a letter which 
tlley have received from a firm of brokers in Bradford, Eng­
land. My correspondent says this letters speaks for itself, and 
that it is very clear as to the effect the Underwood bill will 
have upon the sale of merchandise by American manufacturers. 
I wish to place in the REOORD the contents of this English firm's 
letter in full: 

Messrs. B. F. BOYER & Co., 'Oamde11,, N. J. 
BRADFORD, April 2!, 1913. 

�G�E�N�T�L�E�~�E�N�:� In view of impendin"' modifications of· the present 
American tariff for wools, etc., we �t�~�e� the liberty of submitting to 
yon samples of a few of our regular makes of noils, etc., which we 
recommend to your kind consideration. 

Naturally, we a.re aware that the revised tariff is not yet an accom­
plished fact, but we wish to be prepared for any eventuality, and in 
the event of our anticipation being realized we trust to be favored 
\Yith you1· esteemed commands. 

Meanwhile we should be glad it you would carefully keep our offers 
before you, as we propose to keep you regularly posted with revised 
price lists .. 

Our yarn department would be pleased to attend to any yarn in­
quiries. 

We are, gentlemen, 
Yours, very respectfully, JOHNSTON & FARIE. 

Accompanying this letter is the following price list : 
Pence per pound. 

8752. Brown (code word) botany noils, regular make ____________ 17i 
3753. Bean (code word) botany noils, regular make _____________ 17i 
3754. Bold (code word) botany noils, regular make _____________ 17i 
3755. Bowl (code word) botany noils, regular make _____________ 18i 
3756. Bright (code word) botany noils, regular make ____________ 19 
3757. Build (code word) carbonized burrs, regular make _________ 141 
3758. Brake (code word) camel hail' noils, regular make ________ 29§ 
37:59. Britch {code word) camel hair noils, regular make ________ 29!1 

F. o. b. Liverpool. U per cent discount 30 days date of bill of. 
lading. In presspacked bales, about 5/600 pounds per bale. Weights 

· as per conditioning-house certificate. 
.Mr. Chairman, I desire also to call the attention of the House 

to a statement made to me about one year ago, when the wool 
schedule was being considered. Ml'. Boyer said, "Mr. BROWN­
ING, I wish you people would pass whatever tariff bill is to be 
passed, so that we may adjust our business thereto;" he added, 
"and we can adjust our business to any tariff you may make." 
I asked him how this could be done, and his reply was, " If you 
reduce the tariff on wool and wo_s>l products and we are com­
pelled to compete with the foreign manufacturer, our employees 
will have to accept the foreign wage or else we shall be com­
pelled to close our mill." He then added, "Why, Mr. BROWN­
ING, do you know that we made more money during the Cleve­
land hard times than we ever made in our lives?" I was much 
surprised at this statement, as I knew their mill was closed 
during that period, and I asked him how he made the money, 
and he said, " Why, we bought the finished product from abroad 
and sold it here.'! He said further, "Our mill was closed and I 
did not have between four and five hundred working for me, as 
I have at the present time." 

, I also hoid in my hand a letter from Eavenson & Levering, a 
firm of wool scourers, carbonizers, and combers, of Camden, 
N. • J., and as this communication is quite lengthy I shall not 
attempt to p_ublish all of it in the RECORD, but will quote two 
paragraphs : 

We have carefully considered the portion of the bill relating to our 
industry, and look upon its passage with very great fear. 

We carbonize a considerable proportion of all the noils produced 
in this country, and while we find the Underwood bill recognizes the 
comber, the spinner, the weaver, and so on, it distinctly discriminates 
against the carbonizer by placing carbonized wool and noils on the free 
list. On this basis we are surely in for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I think further comments are unnecessary. 
. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KINKAID]. 

Mr. · KL'l\TKAID of Nebraska.· Mr. Chairman, I regret that I 
do not see the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER], my es­
teemed friend, in the House, for I feel that I would like to 
shake hands with him cordially upon his proposition that the 
sheep is as good as the goat--concerning which the provisions 
of the schedule raise a doubt-and that while a Democratic 
member of the Ways and Means Committee formulating the 
bill he was individually consistent in that he favored an equiva­
lent duty on wool to that accorded to goat hair. It was the 
committee as a whole that so discriminated. But I do contend 
that the benefits of protection should be equalJy distributed, 
equitably divided between our productions. Certainly the sheep 
should not be displaced by the goat. I favor both. I do not 
gainsay the consistency or the propriety of the gentleman in 
standing up for the industries of his own district. If a Member 
will not look out for the interests of the district which he has 
the honor to represent who will or should do so? 

l\fr. Chairman, on the wool schedule, which has been ably 
discussed, I desire to say I am not an expert. I appreciate it 
is one of the most intricate of any of the schedules contained 
in the bill, and I have not risen for the express purpose of · 
expressing myself in regard to the schedule. Speaking gen­
erally or broadsides with reference to the whole Underwood re­
vision, I am for what emanates from the side of protection 
rather than from the Democratic side, because I favor the 
policy of protection. I believe firmly in its virtues, and that· 
is one reason that I am here to represent my district. 

I favor Republican revision, Mr. Chairman, rather than Dem­
ocratic revision, because Republican revision is intended to 
conserve the beneficence of the policy of protection. Democratic 
revision does not pretend to conserve the policy of protection, 
but it is avowedly against and antagonistic to it. How can you 
expect the enemies to the policy of protection to conserve the 
policy? Protectionists seek to regulate rates, adjust rates in 
accordance with the changes in conditions which are constantly 
going on, while conserving the policy of protection. Now, I 
grant that the Democratic Party is perfectly consistent and 
logical in opposing a tariff board. For what use or utility is a 
tariff board without tariff? There can be no necessity for a 
tariff board when free trade is the goal. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not contend that this bill as a whole 
provides for free trade. We all know it is very much of a mix­
ture; but the policy and purpose evinced by its provisions, 
considered in connection with party declarations, show free 
trade to be the ultimate. 

Mr. Chairman, what of the new proposition of the majority 
party for competitive tariff? Competition, fair and legitimate, 
is what protectionists seek,. and it is what the policy of protec­
tion scientifically regulated secures. It was protection adopted 
by our young Republic that produced defensive competition in 
our home markets against monopolistic prices placed on foreign 
manufactures. With further development it successfully �r�e�~� 
sisted the "dumping policy" of British manufacturers intended· 
to destroy our home industries. With yet further development 
it has secured domestic competition. 

l\Ir. Chairman, what sort of competition does free trade 
bring? It strikes me the Democratic Party in its legislative 
aspirations has become too big for our home country. It woul4 
seem *that the party has become very altruistic and aspires to 
extend the benefits of its legislation to foreign countries upon 
equal or better terms than are to be enjoyed by our home pro­
ducers in our home market. 

Who of its advocates pretends that free trade is for the 
benefit of the home producer? Not one will so contend. On the 
conh·ary, it is avowedly against the prices of home products, 
claimed to be too high. The admitted purpose of free trade is 
to permit unrestricted competition of foreign products. in our 
own markets, to the end that prices to consumers be reduced, to 
the benefit of foreign production, with a corresponding loss to 
home producers. 

Mr. Chairman, protectionists stand for the home producer as 
well as for the consumer ; the policy favors the people who do 
things as well as the consuming public. I am frank to say, 
however, that I regard a distinct classification of producers and 
consumers as wholly impracticable.· My judgment is that in 
our industrious country it is only a small percentage of adults 
that are not producers. 

Mr. Chairman, I contend that the competition brought by 
unrestricted trade of foreigners in our home market is one­
sided and illegitimate. It is perfectly clear that to permit the 
productions of foreign countries to come into free competition 
in our home market with home produetions gives to foreign 
countries the adYantage; it gives the foreign producer the 
advantage because of the much smaller cost of production in 
his than in our country. Therefore American producers, with 
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free trade, ar-e not allowed to participate' in therr own home on. his: wool,. aiia you have. gfven• it to the manufacturer 'o:i: the 
markets orr equal terms· with the· foreign producer. Ea.st., · aff.ording llim that additional protection, and now you 

l\Ir: Chair:m:ur, it essentially ::'.ollows t1iat the Democmtic propose to aid him further with this dumping clause. [Ap­
Party regards· the dlfferenc of. the cost in produc.tioncabroad and' plause on tfte- Republican side.] 
at home as an. immaterial consideration. Tu:-tead of making You further protect the cotton factories o:fN-0rth Carolina, but 
advantages equal'.· merely, they would make them unequal by you afforlf no proteetfrm to· the shoe factory in my district, be­
abolishing tari:T, the equalizer, ancI; thus gi;e the-productions of cause. shoes are-on• the free list. 
eheap-labor countries. the advantage in our home market. Pro- You further protect rice by this "dumping clause," because 
tectionists would by rates of duties imposed make. up the differ- rice is a ta-.x-sustained ind'ustry �~� but wool, which will be made 
ence in the cost of production and thereby secure E*}Ual ad'van- a legitimate industry by tlie �p�e�n�d�i�n�~� measure, if enacted �i�n�t�~� 
tnge, at lea.st to· the home producer, and1 thus preserve-tlie higher : law, by being left untaxed, will have no pt'"Otection. . 
standards of wages and living· atl ho.me than abroad. Free trade, T.tie .. <famping clause" ot· your act only protects· articles on 
on the other hbnd, would reduce our· standarW;; of wages and tne: dntiable- list, and, according to Democratic interpretatibn, 
living to the impoverishing-fow le:v.e11 prevalent with some-of our itl affords no relief to the makers' of shoes and growers of wool 
foreign competitors: • and many other agricultural products carried' on the free list. 

l\Ir. Chairman, I make no apology fe:r advocating; if it may be rt matterS' not to tlie framers of the pending measure how 
so cnlled, " artificial" means, by the imposition of' dtrf res on many million bushe1s of potatoes may be dumped into the 
foreign products f.or tlie: preservation of our higher sfauda.rds Amerfcall' markets from Nova Scotia or Germany, at a price 
of wages and living. I regard· this· as tl:e province-of: construe- much1 lower than that in the market of the country from whicti 
tive and patrioti.c statesmanship. And what fs free-trade.? It is· they-are exported; and' in this unfair way rob our potato raisers 
a mere negative. It is not a constructive device. It is against of their home market. . 
constructiveness. As applied' by tlils· bill, its �e�f�f�e�c�~� in seme ' rt matters not to these �g�e�n�t�l�e�m�e�n �~� now much. wool· or how 
instnnces, must be to wholly. destroy clomestic" competition in ' many shoes may be dumped into our country at a price befow 
the home market with foreign produdions, r.esulting in monopoly that prevailing' ill' tb.e' country from which th.ey are exported, but' 
for the £oreign· producer: • when it comes to <!otton fabrics· and! woolen goods and the larger· 

'I:he CHAIRMAN. The time et the-gentleman from Nebraska: part of the products of the factory; many of' which are already 
has expired. protected fiy the- duties carried in the dutiable list, we find 

Mr. KINK.AID of Nebraska. lUr. Chairman, it would: seem them additionally protected by this "dumping- clause'' which 
the Democratic Party lias forsaken the fireside-· �a�d�a�.�g�~�,� u. Charity �p�1�~�e�v�e�n�t�s� the foreigner unloading large-quantities of these. ar­
should begin at home." I avow my; belief in the doctrine of tlie tfcies onto us at a price: lower than. the prevailing price in the. 
Scripture that "Hee who-does not pr-0vid<? for his own household eountry from whiCh they come. I do not believe this is fair. 
is worse than an infidel," and Ii would have this: apply to the to our· shoe manufaeturersr our woolgrowers, and farmers, and· 
Nation the same as to the· family. [.Applause.] at the proper time I will offer an amendment providing- a· 

Mr. l\IANN. .l'ffr. Chairman, I yJeld· four minutes to· the gen- " dumping clause" for the protection of their industries. 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SWITZ"lgl]. l\Ir. l\f".ANN: Mr. Chairman., I yfeld to the gentleman from 

Mr. S-WITZER. Mr. Chairman, the Members on this shle are Oregon [Ur. SINNOT'.11] five minutes. 
admonished by the gentlemaru from New York after the passage Mr. SINNOTT . . Mr'. Chairman, in the amernlment which r 
of this Bill not to· go back to their home-districts arid attempt had prepared' I inserted a elause requiring all woolen mann­
to ca.re the farmer. I. desire to assure him that! no one on tlllil factures to he put on the free. list. My object in doing-that was 
side of the House has any such intention, and r am satisfied to accentuata the comparative· favoritism shown to the woolen 
that it my Democratic colleagues from the wool districts of the manufacturers fu the Underwood bill; not that I am willing to 
State of Ohio should vote for this bill that they wi.If soon after- strike down in retaliation the woolen manufucturer because the 
wards become so scared and afraid• that they wm not want to wool raiser is· put upon t11e- free list, but in order to focus the 
go back to Ohio. [Applause on the Republican side.] I did atrention of the- Nation and the people of my district upon the 
not rise to engage in the discussion of the woolerr sched'ure-· fa.et that the woolen manufacturer in the Underwood bill iS' 
except as to one feature. The discussion of the gentleman froffil favored to the disadvantage of' the wool raiser. 
Pennsylvania during the �g�~�e�.�r�a�l� d.ebate and liis detailed ex- ' l\Ir. Chairman,. representatives of" the woolen manufacturer 
planation of the working· of that protective piece of- tegislation appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means urging free 
known as the dumping clause-left within1 me the ti.ope that when wool. On the other hand, they claim that they will be satisfied> 
T went back home after this biff was passed that the shoe with the 50 per cent ad valorem duty upon the manufactured 
manufacturers of my distriietl would at least have some protec- · a.rtic.le., You Wl.ve given them by this bill within 15 per cent of 
tion and that the woolgrowers of· my district would have some what they demanded. Y:et you. ha"\°e abse1utely rejected the 
protection. But, subsequently, I have had an interpretation �o�~� claims of wool raisers for protection. You have· inferentially 
this dumping clause given from- a good Democrat upon the said that the woolen manufacturer is only 15 per cent illegiti­
other side, the able gentleman from the State of Georgia, who, mate and the wool raiser is 100 per cent illegitimate. · 
in order to aYoid the force p.nd the great weight of the argu- , Mr: Chairman, the State which I repre ent, the State ot 
ment ot the gentleman from �M�~�c�h�i�g�a�.�n� to show that taking the I Oregon:,. has been· generous with the Democratic Party under the. 
duty off sugar· would not make ib any cheaper to the consumers, Oregon system. I would like to have time- to; say something 
said this day before yesterday. This' is from the- gentleman1 about that system and the fidelity of the Republicans in my 
from Georgia [l\lr. HARDWICK] : I State to their pledges on statement No. 1-that they would vote 

The. antidumping clause will �h�~�v�e� no effect whatever on the sugar . for the popular choice for United States Senator. Because these 
situation; for the simpl �r�e�a�s�o�~� that if the. gentleman. will read the 

1 
Republicans kept theil:.. pledges you now have two Democrats in dumping clause carefully be will find that it applies only to. a com- . 

modlty upon which a duty is establishecf, and it applies to no commodity : the Umted States Senate from the State of Oregon, an over.-. 
that is on the free list, and so fal'"" as free sugar is concerned it could' whelming Republican State. [Applause.] 
have no effect. ' Tliese two gentlemen, Mr. Chairman, in the. last ca.mnaign 

That is the sticking point, gentlemen. Why have-yoU' under- 1canvassed the great sheep-raising distrfcts of ea.stern Oregon... 
taken to add further protection to these unconstitutional and , They pfacated and'. allayed' the fears and the apprehensions of 
tax-sustained industries?· Many of these industries could not' the wool raise1· with iteration and reiteration of that plank fn 
operate exc.eQt for tlie tax you have in this t>ill, and now you your platform that no legitimate industry would be �i�n�j�u�r�e�d �~� 
p1·opose to aid them f"urther by this additional proteetion, but 1 Oh, what a sweet-sounding phrase that then was. on the great 
the shoe industry in my district,. boots· and shoes· are put on 1 sheep ranges of eastern Oregon ! and now what has it become? 
the free list. Where-does the woolgrower come in if' this is- tlie It was then plain and unambiguous, but now it jg so abstruse, 
correct interpretation of the law? · When I first looked at the so recondite, a veritable Delphic oracle of doubfe meaning when 
act I did not think it warranted such a construction.,. but the interpreted and'. expounded in the light of the Punic faith of 
more I read it the more I am satisfied thn..t the-gentleman from the' philologists of the Ways and Means Committee. 
Georgia is· right. Now, it seems to me that if you want fu · The CHAIRMAN. The time· of the' gentleman has e::qJired. 
treat these people right, in ail fairness you· ought to have pre- Mr. SINNOTT. May I have just another minute? · 
pared another· dumping' clause which would cover the shoe Mr. MANN. I yield one- more minute. 
industry, the woolen industry, the potato industry, and tlie Mr. SINNOTT. If you gentlemen· desire to-return these gen-· 
products of the agriculturists of this country. Wool; potatoes, tlemen from1 Oregon to the other side· of the 8apitol, do· not 
ancf shoes are on th.e free list, and: according to the constru.ctfon send them back to Oregon with that subterfuge, that excuse, 
placed on the " dumping-clause" seetion by the gentleman from ''-that' the great sheep industry of' the Stttte of Oregon is not! a· 
Georgia, they ar not affoTded any protection thereunder. �l�e�g�i�t�i�m�a�~� industry... Do· not force them to tell the people-of 

Why, just take· 't in the case of the woolen industry. You Oregon that the- caucus ha-s compelie<L y-0u to strike down the 
have taken from· the woolgrower of my district the protection sheep industry. Mr. Chairman, a �d�i�~�p�e�n�s�a�t�i�o�n� eoming fi'"Om till}' 
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casuists of the caucus will absolve no one from breaking party 
pledges under the Oregon system. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

We bear something about the soldiers in this caucus, about 
what a gallant, heroic fight those gentlemen put up for their 
interests. Their story reminds me of old Jack Falstaff telling 
the E-tory of the battle at Gads Hill. [Applause on the Repub­
lican side. J 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle­

man from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH] . 
.!\Ir. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, not only in the State of the 

ge:itleman who has spoken but throughout the country our 
Democratic friends in the last campaign held out hope to the 
people that legitimate industries need not fear any result of 
the election of a Democratic Congress and a Democratic Presi­
dent. 

The signing of a note carries with it the implication that some 
time the note must be paid. The maki.lg of an obligation by an 
individual or by a party carries with it a suggestion that some 
time the party must be called upon to say whether or not it will 
meet the obligation in the terms in which it was made. You 
are now confronted with meeting the obligation that you as­
sumed only a few months ago, when you urged upon the people 
of this country that no legitimate industry need fear the result 
of your action upon the tariff question. 

Already, to-day, some of our Democratic friends are apologiz­
ing for the action which they know they must take, under the 
mandate of the Democratic caucus, within a few days. Others, 
with more candor and with more frankness, appear to admit 
that the wool industry-and I take it that that includes all the 
industries that are correlated with it-is an industry that is 
not legitimate, and therefore ought to suffer at the hands of the 
party that is now in control. 

You. have already heard presented to you. this afternoon some 
comparisons touching the cost of labor in the manufacturing 
industries in this country and abroad, as they will be affected 
by the wool .schedule. I want \ery briefly to call attention to 
some of the comparisons that may be made on the part of those 
who are engaged in the growing of wool in this country an con­
trasted with those who grow wool in foreign countries. 

Take my · own State as an illustration-a State that ranks 
third in the production of wool in the United States. There the 
wages paid by the growers of wool are something like from $35 
to $5" and more per month to the individu l sheep herders. Not 
onJy that, but an expense for maintenance of something like 
$12.50 to $16 per month must be added. Compare that, if you 
please, with the wages paid for similar lines of work in other 
countries. 

In Great Britain, near to the great mills there, the wages 
that are received by those who care for the sheep are something 
like from $5.25 to $5.50 per week, and they are required to 
"keep" themselves. 

In Australia the wages that are paid to the tenders or 
drivers, as they are called in Australia, instead of being from 
$35 to $50 per month, as in my State, range from something 
like $5 per week to $7.50 and $10 for the more experienced, or 
not much more than 50 per cent. of the wages paid in the State 
of Idaho. 

In South America the difference is even worse than in Aus­
tralia. The wages paid in South America represent something 
like one-third of the wages paid for the same service in the 
United States. 

Go, then, if you please, to co:o.tinental Europe. Go to that 
section of Europe which is to-day in the throes of war, where 
the people are trying to throw off a bondage that is worse than 
slavery, and you will find people, competing with the American 
woolgrower, receiving from 25 eents to 50 cents per week in 
addition to their keep, who, upon the passage of this bill, will 
be put into competition with the laborers working for the 

•American producer of wool. 
Now, that is not all. The conditions which our people have 

to meet in the West are different from the conditions in foreign 
countries in other respects. The gentleman from New York 
[1\Ir. HARRISON] seemed to eliminate from consideration the 
production of wool by the farmer$ of Ohio and the other East­
ern States, taking it for granted in his remarks that the sections 
of country that have the wide expanse of desert lands will be 
the only sections within the United States that can or ought 
to produce· wool. Therefore, if the conditions are hard and 
will be intolerable in those States, how much more intolerable, 
according to his own argument, must they be in sections of the 
country where sheep are produced upon lands that are incapable 
of intensive cultivation. 

But I do not intend to dwell upon comparison in cost of pro­
duction within the various States within our own country. 

If the producer of the West has some advangtage over the 
producers of States like Michigan and Ohio from the standpoint 
of range, the producer of these older States has an advantage 
possible from the quality of the wool that he may be able to 
sell. These advantages or disadvantages must necessarily be 
taken ca.re of by the ordinary laws of competition in the mar­
kets of our country. 

I said, ·however, that there were disadvantages with wblch 
the producer in our own country is compelled to contend that 
are not met with by the producers of wool in some of the chief 
competing foreign countries. 

Take, for instance, the number of sheep that may be handled 
by a sheep herder within our ·own country and compare the 
conditions with the conditions surrounding those who care for 
the sheep in South America or in Australia. 

In our western country a band of sheep is made up of less 
than 2,000 head, or something like 1,700 sheep. In Australia a 
rider, as the tender is .called in �~�a�t� country, will take charge, 
not of 1,700 or 2,000 head of sheep, but of several thousand 
head, and, as I said a little w)lile ago, he receives something 
Jike one-half the compensation that he receives for doing a 
similar kind of work within the United States. 

Much of the lands of the West that are now available as 
pasture lands are included within vast reservations belonging 
to the Government and are leased to the growers of sheep at 
from 7 cents to 9 cents per acre, which by comparison is about 
400 per cent as much as is charged in .Australia for the leasing 
of land by the Government for grazing of sheep. 

We should also consider the question of freight rate. It costs, 
of course, something to the man who has wool to sell in Aus­
tralia or South America to get his wool clip from the place of 
production to the port from which it may be shipped to the 
markets of the world. 

It also costs something to the woolgrower of the West to 
haul his wool clip to the station from which shipment may be 
made to our eastern markets. In all probability this compari­
son would be in favor of the American producer, but compare 
with that the cost of shipping the wool either from Australia 
or South America to Boston with the cost of shipping wool 
from the stations in Idaho to such wool markets as Phila­
delphia, New York, or Boston. 

It costs �t�h�~� woolgrower of Australia something like from 11 
to H cents per pound to ship his wool by steamer from Sydney 
to Boston, and if he were willing to take a little longer time 
and use a sailing vessel instead, he may ship it for something 
like one-eighth of, a cent per pound cheaper still. 

On the other hand, it costs the woolgrower of Idaho from 
H to 2! cents per pound to ship his wool to the same markets. 

The comparison made with respE¥!t to the cost of shipping 
wool from Australia is no more unfavorable than when com­
pared with the cost of shipping wool from South America to 
the wool centers and the cost of shipping wool from our own 
sections of production to these same centers. 

Hence I say here is a practical illustration of the necessity 
of this Government maintaining a duty to protect the producers 
of _our own land from the competition of lands where wool can 
be produced at so much �~�h�e�a�p�e�r� a price than it can be produced 
at home. 

The woolgrower is not the only one benefited by the mainte­
nance of the industry. There are something like three-quarters 
of a million producers throughout the United States engaged 
in the production of wool. This does not represent, however, 
the vast body of people who a.re dependent almost directly upon 
the wool industry. 

In Australia and South America the seasons are so open that 
little feeding is needed during the winter months. In many of 
our States that produce wool it is necessary to buy forage for 
the use of the flocks during the winter season, and this entails 
not only a cost upon the sheep raiser but also constitutes an in­
dustry in which thousands of people engage who do not own 
sheep themselves. 

We are at this time engaged in reclaiming large areas ot 
hitherto desert land in our great West. It takes years of time 
to bring land of this character into a productive state if 
orcharding alone is depended upon. Distance from markets 
renders the land less valuable for the production of still other 
crops. . 

The maintenance of the sheep business in or near the regions 
that are reclaimed furnishes a market at once for one of the 
easiest crops that can be produced after lands have been re­
claimed from their desert condition. We raise thousands ot 
tons of alfalfa upon these desert lands, and this constitutes a 
commodity that in the nature of things should find a ready mar-
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ket at borne, for it has cuch bulk that it can not be shipped any 
considerable distance else the freight charges will consume the 
profit. 

To strike down the wool industry, to strike down the sheep 
business, means as well to strike a blow at this industry, which 
has been one of the most productive of ready money to the. 
thousands of people throughout the West engaged in the devel­
opment of our arid lands. 

Finally, then, this whole question again emphasizes the im­
portance of tariff modification upon the basis of an intelligent 
report of a tariff commission. The Tariff Board reported upon 
the woolen schedule about one year ago. We have facts touch­
ing production in foreign countries and at home that are practi-
cally up to date. · 

The wise thing, the patriotic thing for us to do at this time 
is to accept an amendment similar to that which has been pro­
posed by the gentleman from New York, which constitutes a 
schedule based upon the reports of the Tariff Commission, a 
schedule that would do equity and justice at once to the producer 
upon the one hand and to the masses of consumers upon the 
other. 

Mr. MANN. l\1r. Chairman, I yield four minutes to the gen­
tleman :from California [Mr. KAHN]. 

The - CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
KAHN] is recognizoo for four minutes. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, every given commodity that is 
offered for sale is worth just what it will fetch, no more and 
no less. In making the price the cost of the labor that is in­
volved in making the commodity is all important. 

It has been stated during this debate that it will take between 
9 and 10 pounds of wool to make a suit of clothes; that the 
cost of the wool in the raw is anywhere from $2 to $2.50; and 
yet a fine worsted suit of clothes will cost anywhere from 
$30 to $60. 

Now, that is due almost entirely to the cost of the labor that 
has gone into that suit of clothes. The great wool-manufactur­
ing section of England, which country would increase, in my 
judgment, its export of woolen goods to the United States 
enormously if the Underwood bill goes through, is Yorkshire. 

I ham in my hand a copy of the Yorkshire Observer of Mon· 
day, December 30, 1912, which contains a resume of the ac­
tivities in the industries of that county for the preceding 12 
months. In an article headed "Wool and Wool Textiles 1n 
America,'' the writer says: 

The weakness of the American Woolen Co., broadly speaking, lies in 
its manufacture of the finer woolen fabrics where, wjth the high labor 
cost, protection is badly needed. The tariff question ultimately comes 
down to this labor-cost item, for as this wage cost percentage rises, so 
does tbe need of protection and the danger from crude reductions 
through unscientific tariff legislation. 

That states the case in a nutshell. What is the difference in 
the labor cost in the production of manufactured woolen cloths 
in Yorkshire as compared to the cost in this country? The 
Providence Journal, which is one of the leading free-trade news­
papers in this country, on April 18, 1913, published an interview 
with l\Ir. Harrison Benn, a leading wool manufacturer of the 
State of Rhode Island, whose company also owns a mill in 
Bradford, Yorkshire. In that. interview the gentleman states 
clearly what he has to pay in his mill in the United States and 
in the mill which he also owns in Bradford, England. He says: 

In the Bradford plant we pay a weaver 48 cents for weaving a cut 
of cloth, and for the same thing here we pay $1.49 ; for goods that cost 
us 78 cents there we pay $2.41 here; and for goods that cost 98 cents 
there we pay $3.01 here. In the spiIJ.ning room the prices range from 
$2.23 to $2.88 per week there, and here for the same kind of work on 
the same machines we pay from $5.35 to $7.50 per week. Another dif­
ference is in the pay which we have to give our apprentices. They are 
obliged to serve four years, and in the Bradford plant they receive for 
those four years $1.92, $2.40 $2.88, and $3.36 per week. In the Gray­
stone plant they receive for the four years $6.50, $7.50, $9, and $10.50. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 
Small wonder, therefore, that the Yorkshire Observer, in its 

article on the " !{uddersfield fine worsted trade," makes this 
comment: 

The United States trade, although still comparatively small, has im­
proved during the year, and the proposed revision of the tariff, which 
is looked forward to with some confidence, is expected to result in a 
considerable accession of business. 

Of course the English manufacturers of fine worsteds look 
forward to a large increase of business when the Wilson­
Underwood bill is enacted into law. They have learned by past 
experience that so soon as our own factories close down, by 
reason of their inability to compete with the cheaper labor o:t 
England, the business of the English manufacturer increases 
considerably. But you on that side of the aisle are properly 
designated Bourbons. You learn nothing from past experiences. 
It is almost idle to discuss the provisions of this bill with you. 
You are deaf to all arguments. 
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You have. the votes to put your bill through without any 
amendments whatever so long as you have control of Congress. 
I am glad that you have majorities in the Senate and the 
House that will enable you to assume full responsibility for 
this measure. You will not be able to charge any of its short­
comings to the Republican Party, and you will have to take all 
the consequences of the injuries you will have inflicted on 
legitimate business in this country as a result of this legisla­
tion. I feel confident that the near future will once again 
demonsh·ate your inability to frame constructive legislation. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to this 
article from the New York Sun of May 2, 1913, which clearly 
explains the attitude of the American manufacturer in his oppo­
sition to this bill : 
OUR MANUFACTURED EXPOllTS-SE:'.:RETARY REDFIElD'S FIGURES UPSET BY 

HIS OWN DEPARTME:XT1S STATISTICS. 
To the EDITOR OF THE SUN. 

Srn: On April 21 you published an interview with Secretary'of Com­
merce Redfield under the head " Redfield sees big boom ahead." I, in 
common with all other good citizens, would like to believe the Secretary 
is correct in his prophecy. 

His statements, however, regarding the tariff and business seem to 
be based upon hope rather than facts. At the outset, be ls quoted as 
saying: "American manufactured goods are going abroad all over the 
world, and in many different lines of production, to the annual extent 
of something like $1,500,000,000, or, say, at the rate of $5,000,000 a 
day for the ordinary working year." This sounds good, but it isn't the 
fact. The only authority upon the subject of exports is the Depart­
ment of Commerce, over which Mr. Redfield presides. In the Annual 
Review of the Foreign Commerce of the United States for the year 
ended June 30, 1912, in Table VI, pages 66 and 67, it is stated that 
in the fiscal year 1912 we exported of "manufactures for furtbe1· use 
in manufacturing" $348,149,524 and of "manufactures ready for con­
sumption " $672,268,163, or a total of all kinds of partJy and com­
pletely manufactured articles of $1,020,417,687. This total is nearly 
ll)500,000,000 less than the Secretary stated it to be, and to get even 
this total we must include all partly manufactured articles. If Secre­
tary Redfield makes such a startling error in bis figures, it is apparent 
at once that he bas not investigated the matter very carefully, and 
yet be is said to be "the acknowledged tariff expert in the Cabinet." 

Secretary Redfield says the manufactu1·ers must develop greater effi­
clency. We are all striving for that. In all the industries the compe­
tition among the domestic manufacturers has been so severe that each 
manufacturer has been compelled to maintain bis plant at the highest 
efficiency. This bas led to a marvelous development in machine tools 
and special machinery of high speed. Our factories are now the best 
equipped in the world, and it is simply ridiculous for anyone to say 
that we are behind in efficiency. It can not be proved. No one even 
attempts to prove it. Such a statement is mere words. As rapidly as 
we develop efficiency our methods are copied in European factories. 

The real difficulty our domestic manufacturers have in meeting for­
eign competition is in the great difference in labor cost. Here we pay 
our skHled mechanics an average of 37 cents an hour, against the 
average in Europe for the same class of labor of 17 cents an hour. 
This is the handicap of our manufactm·ers, who do not need a tariff 
to protect their profits, but do need a sufficient rate of duty to cover 
this wide difference in wages. This is not an academic statement. It 
is a question of pay rolls which must be met each week. The first 
move our manufacturers must make to meet the foreign competition 
is to reduce the rate of wages paid. This will be very difficult and 
the country does not desire it. But desire alone can not prevent tlle 
inevitable. 

IIere is the whole problem in a nutshell: A and B have similar fac­
tories manufacturing the same machine, the factory cost of which ls 
one-half labor and one-half material. The material costs the same 
to both A and B, but A pays twice the wages that B pays. Who will 
get the business? Of com·se B will get it unless A can reduce his 
wage rate to meet B's. 

The sure result of the proposed tariff bill will be to reduce the wages 
of the American mechanic to the level of his European brothers, and 
a plain statement of facts is : 

Our shops are modern in every particular; so are those of Europe. 
Our men can not produce more work than can the European workmen. 
Our wages run from 25 cents to 55 cents an hour for skilled me-

chanics; their wages run from 10 cents to 17 cents an hour for the 
same class of labor on the same work. · 

Our costs can not be reduced unless we can reduce wages, and know­
ing our condition here as to unions you are aware that this can not 
be done without a great industrial war. 

Secretary Red.field and his followers are determined to give their 
theories a test even at the expense of the whole manufacturing in­
terests of this country, but inasmuch as the figures which they quote 
are so far from correct, I am led to believe that their theories will 
prove equally wrong and misleading. 

:r. E. B. 
NEW YORK, May 1. 

Mr. MANN. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Wyo­
ming [l\ir. MONDELL]. 

l\ir. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, there are approximately 
57,000,000 sheep in the United States, and these beautiful spring 
days, when this Democratic House is coolly proposing to sacri­
fice them on the altar of the cruel god of free trade, they, re­
turning good for evil, are �e�n�l�;�- �_ �~�n�i�n�g� the ranges and the pas­
tures of all the Nation with the cheerful bleating of millions of 
newborn lambs. [Applause on the Republican side.] These 
spring days they are yielding their golden fleeces by the million 
for the comfort of the Nation and the profit of our people. 
They are enriching the pastures, adding to the contentment and 
contributing largely to the incomes of over a million American 
farms and ranches. They are consuming herbage which other­
wise largely would go to waste, adding but slightly to the farm 
labors, and on the western ranges providing an industry the 
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place of which ·none ·other can fully occul}y. They 1lfford us on 
the hillsldes, :m the meadows, and by the still waters the most 
iperfect of all pictures of peace and f)lenty. They tnrnish us 
with the juiciest, the sweetest, and tne cheapest of all meats, 
and their golden .fleeces assure us in peace, comfort; ill war, an 
element of ·defense as essential to the maintenance ·of the na­
tional honor as steel-belted fortresses ufioat or ·shotted guns 
ashore. [Applamie on •the Republican •side.] · 

I ha·rn read and studied "this Democratic tariff bill carefully 
and prayerfully, because my people own four and a half or five 
mi11ion sheep; and I nave .attentively listened to this debate, 
thinking that at some time I -might hear or disco,-er ·some 
logical reason fl'om any ;viewpoint :for the placing of wool on the 
free list. I have Wj}ited and read in vain. Yau can find no 'SUch 
reason in your :party 1history, for the financial -disaster that fol­
lowed the plac:i:ng of wool on the free list in the Wilson bill 
brought you a political disaster that kept you wandering 1n the 
wilderness, unfed of .manna, unguided ·by p:i.l.lar of cloud by ·day 
.or fire by night, for 16 Jong and weary years. ·[Applause ·on the 
Republican side.] 

You can not justify free wool .from the standpoint of }free 
trade. Yon S®arate the ·sheep from the :goats, and Tev.ersing 
the scriptural parable you -say to the goats, "Come, ye ·blessed, 
to the green pastures of protection established since the founda­
tion of the Government," fl.nd to ·the sheep, "Depart from 
me, ye cur ed, into -the everlasting :fires ef fl}emocratic free 
trade prepared for tbose industries we doom to destruction. ' 
[Applause on the Republican :side.] -Whlle you deprive the 
flockmaster and the fanner <J:f the benefits of ·protection, you 
do protect the great Woolen Trust, a creature of yanr .discovery, 
and in this bill the beneficiary of your abundant "favO!r. Y-0u 
can not defend what 'YOU have done from the standpoint of a 
Tevenue ta-riff, for wool has ·been one of our rgreatest Tevenuo 
producers, Nielding from $15,000,000 to $20;000,000 of l'evenue 
annually. You can .not 'Claim that you have -applied tlle J)rinci­
p1es of ·the Underwood copyrignted compettiiTe ta1·iff to woo!, 
for there has be.en vast import and intense coIDJ.)etition. 

You will not be allowed :ta plead as offset to the losses free 
wool will ·bring a claim of benefits ·conferred, for from the oil 
nnd ln.IDJJblaek which marks the neWborn lamb to the �: �s�h�~�a�r�s� 
that "Clip the :fleece, the ·string that ties, and the sack which 
receives it, all that contributes to the industry is taxed rmder 
this bill. 

You surely .can not ·exclude this ancient and honoTab1e in­
austry from the category ·of legitimate ·enterpTI.se solemnly 
guaranteed from harm by presidential proIIllse. You can not 
·excuse this shameless abandonment on plea -0f :recent pledge -0r 
promise, for Jess than a year ago you voted for a tariff :rate of 
29 per cent on wool. 

You can not plead ignorance of the .fact that !free trade in 
wool will bring depression to all the industry and destruction 
to the most '°"aluable part of it, for history will not ex:cu.se you; 
the uncontTo>erted fucts developed thr<>1.lgh exhaustive iuvesti­
ga ti on by the Tariff Board -a.re before you, '3.nd your own ad­
missions convict you of knowledge of the destructive character 
of this legiSlation. 

You can not fool the people by giving as an excuse for your 
action the plea in confession and avoidance that you have 
sacrificed this great industry for the .general good, "for the 
people are intelligent -enough to know that under no possible 
circumstances or conditions· can the general good be served by 
the sacrifice of a nation-wide industry whose destruction or 
serious injury will leave as poorer in .food and c1othing 'in 
peace, and in war naked in the .face of our enemies. 

In the light of all this evidence, direct and circumstantial, ·cnn 
anyone escape the eonclusfon o-r avoid the conviction that the 
placing of wool on the free list is an act of cool calculating 
sacrifice of a great industry, essential to the very existence of 
the Nation, on the altar of political expediency? 

The old condemned Democratic .craft pumped out, :patched 11p, 
painted over, setting out on the high seas of political responsi­
bility, without :propeller ot principle .or rudder of reliability, 
is found so o-verburdened with collfiicting promises im.possib1e 
of fulfillment, so hampered with rotten tackle <J:f ancient error, 
so bulging with internal ,discord that in 4espa:ir of .ever 11.·each­
ing harbor thus laden he:& captains have deliberately :a.,,,ar.eed 
to throw overboard so much of the cargo :She bea:r:s .as ltlrey 
think can be jettisoned without danger of ipolitical banklrlIIJtcy. 
[Applause on :the Repnblica.D. side.] 

The CHAilll\IAN. The time ·of the gentleman from ·wyefili:ng 
has expired. -

l\ir. MANN. J: yield to the gentleman 'two minutes .more. 
Mr. MONDELL. Wool has walked the plank nnd �·�~�m�g�a�r� fol­

lows, together with a vast and Taried assortment and -va:r1ety 
·of the people's i:nd11stries-, the extent. 11.Ild <::haracter of which 

only the labors of the wrecking crew wlll disclose. [Laughter 
nnd a·pp-lanse on the Republican side.] 

Well, the captains are in control, the once turbulent crew 
is in the irons of discip1ine 'and ;being forcibly fed on the un­
palatable pap of patronage promises. Under such conclltious 
an;y .act of piraey on your part is possible. Bot I warn you of 
'the ·day when 'the American people, owners of the precious cargo 
of their industries and opportunities temporarily in your keep­
ing, Shall call .you t0 an accounting for your stewardship. Be­
ware of tha.t day. 1t will come soon. [Applause on the Ilepub-
ican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gen­
tleman from 1\Iassac'husetts [Mr. THAO-HER]. 

Mr. · THACHER. Mr. Chairman, I haT"e listened witn much 
mterest to this discussion. It is hard for me to keep out of 
this fight, for I thoroughly believe in free wool. I wns for 25 
years engaged in the wool business. I shall talk to you upon 
the questfon of free wool, not as ·an orator but 11s a business 
man who 1rnows whereof he speaks. I shall not, therefore, 
dwell upon "' the g0lden ileece of the American people" -and the 
" babbling brooks," which the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MoNDELL] has just aeseribed. I shall tr:y and give some con­
crete facts rather than flowery 'figures of-speech. 

Now, what 'are fhe facts regarding the tariff on wool found 
in the first part of Schedule K, the very sChedule of the Payne­
Ald1·ich bill ·whlch President Taft, in his famous speech at 
Wrnana, _pronounced indefensible? F-0r half a century, wifh the 
exception of a brief interval, we have maintained this extreme 
duty. During all this time the advocates of this duty have 
tlaiin-ed as they do now that to put wool en the free list would 
'Uft:erzy �· �a�n�n�i�h�i�l�a�t�~� the �A�m�e�r�i�~�a�n� Sheep, and we should have to go 
out of business and import -an our mutton from England and 
else-where, and our wool 'from the Argentine and Australia. Let 
us examine the facts. 

I wen remember that some 20 y--ears ago two -prominent advo­
cates ,of a high duty upon wool, Judge Lawrence and Columbus 
Delano, both from the State of Ohio, were the leaders in this 
'fight. These m·en, honest no doubt in their belief, were skillful 
politicians, and they used to bead meetings and conventions of 
'woolgrowers;" in-variably asking the tariff legislators at 

Wasbington to maintain increased duties on woo1, but they 
never asked tb-e same legislators to "temper the wind to the 
shorn lamb," the consumer. 

If I am not mistaken, one of those gentlemen took part In the 
.famous conference .at Syracu e between the manufacturers and 
woolgrawers just before the wool tariff of 1867 was enacted. 
This class of advocates of a high duty on wool claimed that if 
Congress would only maintain a duty on wool sufficiently high 
we might raise all the clothing wool consumed in this country. 
Furthermore, it was eTen predicted, if my memory is correct, 
that with a proper duty on carpet :wool we might in time pro­
duce the :bulk of the carpet wool 'USed he.re. 

rn an article in the American Wool and ·Cotton I1eporter of 
Octob.er 29, 1896, entitled: '".An appeal to the woolgrowers," 
by 'Hon. William Lawrence, A. M., LL. D., president of the 
National Wool Growers' Association, Judge Lawrence states: 

At a meettng of the Natlonnl Association of Manufacturers held at 
-Chicago, J"am1ary 21-23, 1896, Thomas Dolan, an emtne.nt wool manu­
facturer-. president of the association, said: "We are certain of our 
ability to feed ourselves ana to procure at home all the primary sub­
stances from which fabrics are made." 

Judge La wr.ence, Teferring as to "What the full development 
of sheep husbandry would do- fo:r this country," stated: 

Ample protection for our wool industry would soon increase our "flocks 
from less than 40,000,000 to 110,000,000. 

Mark these words. At that time the Wilson bill with free 
wool was in force. Jndge Lawrence predicted that " ample pro­
tection for our wool industry ·would oon increase our flocks 
·from less than �4�0�,�0�0�0�~�0�0�0� to 110;000,00(i)." Within nine months 
the Dingley bill, containing one of ·the highest wool tariffs which 
our country has ever seen, substantially the tariff in force to­
day., wa:s -enacted. Did the prediction which Judge Lnwrence 
made so confidently, that our �s�h�~�e�p� would increase 70,000.000 in 
numbers come true? Let us see. Jf we turn to tbe Statistical 
Abstract of the United States, we :find that the highest number of 
·sheep reported in thls country in any one year since 1896 was in 
the year 1903, Viz, 63.;964;876; but on the other hand the nam­
"ber o-f ·sheeJ) in this coimtry in the year 1912 was only '52;362,000, 
Showirrg a loss of nver 11,000,000 sneep, and nearly 60,000,000 
1less in number than J"udge Lawrence predicted, in "Spite t>f this 
high proteetion maintained -e-ve-r since 1897. 

It is .somewhat remarkable that m the thTee States of Califor­
nia, �'�T�~�a�s�,� ·and 0.hio, which formerly produced woo1 1.n Jn.rge 
•q11antities, that the census re1)ort shows a marked· deci·ease i.n 
the number of sheep in �t�h�~� past 30 years. I quote 'figures i:rom 

. 
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pRge �4�1�~�0� of the tariff hearings before the Ways and l\Ieans (2) That the tax on wool is a burden upon the ultimate con-
Committee, U>13. · 

Number of sheep of shearable age.· 

1880 1910 

sumer has been shown in the article just quoted. 
(3) While the average rate of duty paid on our importations 

in recent years is about 45 per cent, yet to ·get at the real 
extent of the present duty on wool one must consider the wools 
which are excluded by reason of the specific tax of 11 cents 

�~�a�l�i�f�o�m�i�a� ............................ : ................•..... 

�o�'�h�l�~�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:� 

per �p�o�~�d� upon wool in the grease, which shuts out all heavy 
5, 127,ooo l, 455,ooo shrinking wool of all kinds. The amount of Australian wool 
3,652,000 1,440,000 il bl f 4,903,000 2,898,000 ava a e or an American to buy under the present tariff is ex-

tremely limited. I am told by buyers of Australian wool that 

California had in 1910 but one-fourth of the sheep coutalned 
there in 1880; Texas, about 40 per cent, and Ohio a little over 
one-half. The reason for this decrease is because the lancl has 
become too valuable. The farmers find that they can make 
more money producing other crops, and our merino wool is 
now produced mainly in the Rocky Mountain section of our 
country. 

Now, what is the case of carpet wool? This, as we all know, 
is the coarsest wool grown anywhere, and we have not raised 
a pound of carpet wool in this country since 25 or 30 years 
ago, when we used to get a little Navaho wool from Arizona 
and New Mexico. The fact is, we consume in this country 
between 500,000,000 and 550,000,000 pounds of wool per annum 
of which something over 300,000,000 pounds is domestic wool' 
while the remainder is imported, of which something ove1: 
100,000,000 pounds is carpet wool coming from countries like 
l\Iongolia, East Indies, Turkey, Persia, and the steppes of 
Russia and other countries where the sheep have not been im­
proved. The rest is clothing wool. Our own land is too 
Yaluable to raise carpet wool when we can raise other things 
to better ad vantage. In short, not only do we raise no carpet 
wool, but in spite of this high protection on wool the American 
sheep have not increased but diminished, and we are obliged 
to import about 45 per cent of our annual consumption. 

Furthermore, it might appear to a man who had never studied 
this question, from the clamor which one hears about the wool 
clip and the protests against putting wool on the tree list 
that this is one of our principal agricultural products. Let �u�~� 
see how it compares with some other farm products. In 1909 
the total value of the wool clip of the United States amounted 
to $65,472,328; the potato crop was worth $166,423,910; the 
egg product $306,688,960, the hay crop $824,004,077, and the 
corn crop $1,438,553,919, so that the wool clip is of small pro­
portions compared with other farm products. 

Mr. Chairman, there are many objections to a duty on wool. 
I will mention a few. My experience in business and study 
have taught me that-

(1) Under high protection our sheep Jrnye not increased but 
have decreased in recent years. ' 

(2) The tax is a hardship to the consumer. 
(3) The manufacturer is handicapped by being unable to have 

free access to wool of all grades in the markets of the world. 
The present wool schedule bas discriminated in favor of certain 
industries, prticularly the worsted mills. Many mills have gone 
out of business. 

( 4) Our sheep growers have given more attention to the rais­
ing of merino sheep than to mutton sheep. 

( 5) Both the methods used by our manufacturers and our 
wool growers, taken as a whole, have not been as modern and 
businesslike in all respects as those employed by their rivals 
abroad. 

Before I take up these points specifically, I would say that the 
objections to a duty on wool have been well expressed in 
'.ranssig's Tariff History of the United States. Here the writer 
distinctly shows that the statement so often repeated that the 
number of pounds of wool required to make a suit of clothes is 
so small that the consumer pays very Jittl_e increased cost on 
account ·of �~�i�s� tax on wool is entirely incorrect. The following 
statement 1s found on page 240 in the publication above re­
ferred to: 

Little can be said in favor of the duty on wool, and even on strictly 
protectionist grounds much can be said against it. Notwithstanding 
the curr;ibrous machinery o! compensating duties, it undoubtedly has a 
hampermg influence on the wool manufacture, and has been one factor 
thoug:h .verhaps not the most important, in confining this industry to 
the h!'.mted range that is so often complained of. As a tax on raw 
materials, it tends to bear with heavier weight than would be the 
�c�a�s�~� with the same duty on a finished product, since It Is advanced 
agarn and again by the wool dealer, the manufacturer, the cloth dealer, 
the tailor, each of whom must have a greater profit in proportion to 
the greater amount of capital which the wool duty and the higher 
price of wool �m�a�~�e� it necessary for him to employ. So strong and so 
clear are the obJections to duties of this kind that hardly another 
civilized c.ountry, whatever its general policy, attempts to protect wool. 

Let us now consider the objections which I have named: 
(1) I ha_ve �~�]�r�e�a�d�y� �s�~�o�w�n� that under a high duty on wool, 

our domestic clip has failed to furnish us the supply needed. 

only about 10 per cent of the Australian clip is available and 
that on the remainder the American buyer has his hands' tied. 
On many wools the duty will run up to 200 per cent or even 
300 per cent ad valorem. The duty to-day on Bagdad wool 
previously used here largely up to the Dingley tariff of 1807 
which practically prohibited its entry, is 200 per cent to 300 
per cent. I know this from experience. A buyer from America 
3:t !he auctio?s in �L�o�n�~�o�n�,� Antwerp, or Melbourne has only a 
llm1ted selection on which he can bid. These wools, therefore 
by reason of this competition, realize high prices, while �t�b�~� 
other grades are bought by German and English competitors 
at less prices, who thus have a great advantage over the Ameri­
can manufacturer. 

The woolen manufacturers abroad are not handicapped like 
the American manufacturers. They can buy free of duty wools 
from any part of the world, to be made into goods sold in 
competition with the American manufacturers. They have free 
�a�c�c�~�s�s� to every wool market in the world, and pay no duty on 
�~�e�i�r� raw �m�a�~�e�r�i�a�l�.� With the exception of Russia, no country 
m Europe levies a duty on wool. Raw wool, like raw cotton is 
free of duty. ' 

Tau.ssig in his Tariff History of the United States, pao-e 329 
referrmg to the handicapped condition of the American �°�m�a�n�u�~� 
fact.urers as compared with their foreign competitors, cites this 
testimony: 

�N�~�v�e�r� until he had experience under free wool did the manufacturer 
realize the full extent o! th_e disadvantages he sutrers by reason of the 
wool quty, and the impossibility, by any compensating duty of fully 
orrsetting these disadvantages. ' 

So much was said in a statement made before the Ways and 
Means Committee by the secretary of the Wool Manufacturers' 
Association. Bulletin of the Wool Manufacturers, March, 1897 
page 84. - ' 
. On the other hand, our mil}s. restricted by the ta1iff, have not 
lil all �c�a�s�~�s� �b�e�~�n� �u�~� to date m their methods. Furthermore, by 
the classification m the wool schedule in force since 1867 
washed. combing wools, used by the worsted mills, have paid 
but a smgle rate of duty-12 cents per pound-while there has 
been a double rate of duty-of 22 cents per pound-ut>on washed 
clothing wools used by the woolen mills. 

This classification has worked in favor of the worsted mills 
and against the woolen mills. Moreover, when the fashion has 
changed from worsted to coarse woolen goods such as cheviots 
tweeds, and friezes, these same woolen mills �h�~�v�e� been prevented 
by a prohibitory tariff from importing cheviot and similar wool, 
used on account of their superior qualities by the manufac­
turers of Great Britnin to make these same goods. For these 
�a�n�~� . many other reas.ons the small woolen mills have, in my 
op1ruon, been very much handicapped. 

�W�~� may hear before the date of the passage of this bill of 
certam manufacturers who say they are going to close down 
their mills or move their machinery abroad on account of the 
proposed tariff. I would like to ask how many woolen mills 
�h�a�v�~� gone �o�~�t� of business throughout this country from Cali­
fornia to Mame .and from Texas to New York since the famous 
�S�y�r�a�c�u�~�e� �c�o�n�~�e�n�~�o�n� and the tariff of 1867? How many mills 
has this tariff literally put out of business? You will not 
find these figures in any speech made by the gentlemen on the 
other side of the aisle. 

If we turn to page 741 of the Statistical .Absb·act of the 
United States, you will find that in the year 1870 there were 
3,208 establishments engaged in the manufacture of wool in the 
United States; in 1880 there were 2,330; while in the year 1910 
there �~�e�r�e� 1,124, a decrease of about 2,000 in 40 years. Of 
course it would not be fair to claim that the production of wool 
manufactures has �n�o�~� increased in the last 40 years, for it has 
more than doubled m value. What I do claim is that the 
present tariff on raw wool has been a handicap to the mills 
particularly to the small woolen mi1ls, and has worked in fayo; 
of the large worsted mills. While it is true that many of the 
woolen manufactuTers have not asked for free wool recently 
for many reasons, which I will not go into now, yet this �h�a�~� 
not always been the case. In 1889 there was presented to a 
Republican Congress a petition signed by over 500 woolen manu­
facturers and a long list of other persons in favor of free wool. 
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These. sig11ers represented. every sec.tion o! this. �c�o�u�n�t�r�y�~� and 
it is worthy of special attention at this time that many of 
these manufacturers-L·epresented file class of woolen mills of 
whieh I have sp,oken. Among the signers was the Nye & Wait. 
Carpet Co.,. of· Auburn, N. Y., a well-known concern located in 
the same town which the dist inguished gentleman from New 
York [l\Ir. PAYJ."m.] represents. I am proud to say that the wool 
firm of which.I was a. member at that time, H .. C Thacher & 
Co., was represented by my father's. signatUTe. I take this 
petition, to be found in the apP€ndix o:li this article. fiotn pages 
4241-4244- of the published bearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee which petition was contained in a y-ery inter­
esting brief by Ur. Frank P. Bennett, editor oi the American 
Wool and Cotton Rep<ilrter wh-0, a11peared before. this com­
mittee last January and advocated :!iree wooL 

�~� 4) We now come to the �c�o�n�~�i�d�e�r�a�t�i�o�n� of the effect of the 
tal.'iff upon the breed of sheep. raised in this· country. There i's 
no doubt in my mind that the growers have gtven their main 
attention to the breeding oi me1·ino· sheep, wmch. produces fin.e 
wool but in:feri.or mutton, and have· neglected tll.e growth of. 
the crossbred sheep, which give.s superi-oi" mutton but somewhat 
coarse wool. Now, you can no.t get choice mutton and choke 
wool from the same sheep. It is a law of natw:e that a merino 
sheep produces a large fleece. of fine wool of heavy shrinliage, 
but yields an inferior quaUt:y of mutton. The crossbred sheep, 
such as the Southdown, Lincoln, and �S�h�r�o�p�s�h�i�r�e�~� produee 
splendid mutton but a fleece of medium wool li<>'ht in weight. 
England, for example, which produces the best mutton in the 
world, has no merino sheep whatever. One reason why the 
sheep growers have clung to met·ino sheep is because this sheep 
is the only breed which will herd cJosery together and can be 
grown in large numbei>s. The m11tion sheep thrives best in 
mall flocks. These crossbred sheep can be raised with profit, 

for choice mntton always commands. good pdces.. and especially 
1s this so with Iambs. Mutton sheep can be grown with profit 
on high-priced land where merino sheep can not be grown a.1-
�Y�~�n�t�a�g�e�o�u�s�l�y�.� I.f we. take Englanct for example, we find that in 
the year 1910 Great Britaim, with a total area Jess. than New 
l\Iexico, considerably less than Califomitll, and. less thnin one­
half of the. area. of Texas had 27,102JH.5' sheep. which yielded 
141,940,000 pounds. of �w�o�o�l�~� In other words, Great Britain con­
tc'lined in the ye:1r 1910 neanly 2(), times a.s many sheep us. either 
California or Texas. In spite of the fact that land in England 
is more valuabJe tban in fuis, counl:.Fy, the mutton-growing indus­
try is very pl'ofitable and EngJish mutton is equal to any in the. 
world. Free wo-01 has not killed the sheep industry in England. 

�l�\�I�r�~� Thomas �W�~� Page, a former member of the Tariff Board 
appointed by President Taft, has contributed. a very interesting 
article on " Our Wool Duties" in the North .American Review 
for April, 1913, from which I quote: 

Of all animals useful to man the· merino sheep is· best adapted to the 
waste places o.f tile Temperate Zones. But e:xc.epf under unusual. clr­
cumsfa:nceS' it is. only to the waste plaees that It is adapted!. For 012 
land fertile enough to p-roduee a.n average agricultural erop and situ­
ated so that the crop can be marketed to advantage,. tilla:g.e is more 
prontable than pasturing merinos. The mutton from this variety of 
sheep is small in quantity and so infe.rtor- in quality. when uncr-0ssed 
with other breeds or othe-nvise> impro.ved. as to make it a poor een­
ti:ibntor to the meat s.upply_ Except. therefore, ·where they are main.· 
tained for breeding-purposeS', the principat product sought from merfons 
is their fleece. '!'hey yield a woru that fou fineness of· fibeP and other 
qualities surpasses that of all othel' b.ll'eeds. Thei-e is,. however, a limited 
demand for Slilch fabrics as require this partlcnlar wool. and this fact, 
of eomse, limits the prke that can Ire got from it. For this. reason 
sheep husbandry, to' be p-rofit!able on land of much value,. must yield 
mntto-n as well as wool. 

I agree heartily with Mr. Pa:ge, filld I believe that free wool, 
instead of destruying all the. American. sheep, would focus the 
attention o.f many of our farmers a.nd: woolgrowers on the 
growth of mutton sheep. It basi only been in :recent ye:M"S that 
some of these men, finding that it was, not profitn.ble to raise 
wool on high-prieed lands,. have begun to turn their attention to 
mutton sheep. There are splendid opportunities in omr countey, 
not only to increase the supply of mutton where it is now grown, 
lrot also to :raise mutton in �o�t�h�~� sections. Take the South for. 
example. I believe that some day (when the question of' the 
<!ogs, an enemy of the-sheep,, has been solved) that mutton sheep. 
will be raised on the great range of mountains which extends 
from Pennsylvania to G.eorgia_ The climate is, comparatively 
mild, and the great markets are close at hand. Let us increase 
our supply (}ff mutton in Qle United States. Goodl mutton from 
the right sheep is one of the best o:f all meats; and if we in­
crease-our supply of: mutton,. as I believe we can under. free 
wo-ol, we will th.us; help. to reduce· the high cost of �l�i�v�i�n�g�~� 

(5) We have now come. to: the consideration of. the methods 
used by the growers: in shlpping their wool. It may be a sur.­
pl"ise to you for me to eay that I believe that the methods em­
ployed in the packing and shipment of our wools a.re, for the 
most pmi:t, behind those etf otheE· �c�o�u�n�t�r�i�e�s�~� We .Americana are 

apt t0> pride ourselves on being up- to date in our business meth­
ods, but our woo1growers have certainly lagged behind in soml! 
respects as compared with their foreign competitors. For ex­
ample, wools grown in Australia-which produces about 800,· 
000',000 pounds per annum-in South America, in Africa, ancl 

. even in such far-away countries as China, East India, and Persia, 
are, alm&st with-0ut exception, graded carefully and then shipped· 
in compressed bales. In this way the wools can be readilv 
sh.own. wne.n sold at �a�u�~�t�i�o�o�.� o.r at private sale. and can be 
shipped direct to the- milis in cam pressed bales; and further­
more-, the freight is mtieb less th-an when shipped in loo e arnJ 
bulky �b�~�g�s� not compi:essed, as in the case o:tl domestk wool. 

In thls country the: o-.aly two States. if 1 am not mistaken. 
wh:ieh ship wvols graded and packed in compresse bales are 
Californi:a and' Oregon. The dom€stie fleece goes to th market< 
for the· IlHJSt part ungrnded a:ad packed in bags, on which tb. 
freight is- mnch heavier th&n if packed in compressed bales. 
What would be said of our cotton growers of the South should, 
they persist in shipping all their cotton, not (}n}y to �t�h�~� northern 
mills, lJrrtr also to Europe, in bags of the same-kind as are u ed 
to ship wool in this country, while- their competitor , the cottou 
gro-wers of Egypt,, were shipping their product in compressed 
bales, as at pl'esent? Yet this is. just what ouP woolgrowers a.re 
doing. 

When I was in the wool business with my father-and we 
�b�-�e�g�~�n� to do business with Texas in woof along with our business 
.Ill raw cotton some 30 yea.rs. ag.o--h:e at once disearded these 
old-fashioned methods,. and all our wool whi.eh came· from 
Texas was: graded in Texas and then. shil)ped in compressed 
bales to Boston. I believe that tile e modem methods which 
are employed in Cn.liiornia and Oregon can be copied elsewhere 
in this. com:rtry. 

l\fr. Chaima.um,, in eoncl11sion I would say that I began my 
remarks �a�d�v�o�~�a�t�i�n�g� free wo<>l, and I shaJl keep- to my text. 1 
fay-or :free. wool because I belie e it will help the- American 
people. Free wool will b:ene:fit the manufacturer, the consumer, 
and wm nat destroy the sheep industry. 

The· Chaitb:am J.\fau:fi'acturing Co., oi! Wlnston-Salem, N. C., 
filed a brief with the Waysi a:nd Means Committee, which- mn.y 
be found on page 442& of the tariff hearings m w.hi'ehi the presi­
dent, in a letter dated J'anu.ary �3�1�~� �1�9�1�3 �~� �s�t�a�t�e�s�~� 

The piresent duty on wool an.d on oln.nkets is entirely to<> high from 
m:y: viewpoint' as: a DemoePat standing. on the platform. and also as an 
American cit:izen. I think the country could. stand free wool., 

He further says: 
If nolls were made free, we could give th& Amexiean. people wool 

blankets at a price they are now payiJlg for the best grades of cotton 
�b�l�a�n�k �e�t�s�~� As I understand it, there a:re practically none impol'ted now. 

This manufacturer is right. Free wool means that the �c�o�n�~� 
sumer. will get better goods· at a lower cost. He will buy for 
his wife and children better blankets and fianhels, and clotlling 
as well, which will contain more wool than those goods have 
to-day. There. will not be so. much cotton. used in ma.king cloth­
ing as at the present time. The censumer can secure for his 
wife and children warmer wool clothing th.an before, 15etter 
adapted to withstand the cold winter weather. Thus clad the 
family will be, I believe, both healthier and happier. 

Mr-. Chairman, the Democrats have tried to keep faith with 
the people by reducing the duty: upon some: of the necessaries of 
life. They have reduced the ad valorem rate from 9D.70 per 
cent upon women's and children's dress goods to 35 per cent; 
from 79.56 per cent upon ready-made woolen clothing and wear­
ing apparel to 35 per cent; from 93.29 per cent upon flannels for 

· underwear to 25- and 35 per cent; from 72.69 per cent upon wool 
blankets to 25 per �c�e�n�~� and so on all down the line.. 

In making these reductions the Democrats have kept their 
pledges. They have written. this schedule with the purpose ot 
removing some o! the burdens from the shoulders o·f those who 
have not the money to clothe their families in linen and tine 
raiment, but who, out of their limited means, wish to buy good 
woolen fabrics at the lowest possible cost. These reductions 
and the other reductions made in the duties upon the necessaries 
ot life to be found all through the bill will help to lighten the 
load resting on the shoulders of the consumer. Mr. Chairman, 
I give m-y most �h�~�a�r�t�y� support for free wool because it will 
benefit the great masses of the American people. 

APPENDIX. 
Thls petition, ma.de t() Congress m 1889, asking for free wool appear11 

on: pages: 4241-4244 o:t: the- published hearings be.tore the. Wa.ys and 
Means Ccunmittee- held in J'anuary,. 1913 : 
(Co.pied from the �A�m�e�~�i�c�a�n� Wool Reporter, p. 1161, issue ot Dee. 

19. 1889.J 
To the honorable &nate- and Hause of Representativea in Oongresa 

�a�s�B�e�m�b�l�e�a�.�~� 

The undersigned being each and all of u,s eng.a.ged in growing, 
man.tdacturing. or dealing in. wool. respectfully petitlon that the. duties 
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on raw wool may now be removed or greatly reduced for the benefit 
of our domestic woolgi·owers and woolen manufacturers alike. At a 
recent meeting of woolen manufacturers in Boston it was correctly 
stated " that the wholesale introduction into the United States of 
foreign wools in the form of finished fabrics, thereby displacing Ameri­
can wool, which would otherwise be consumed In American mills, is 
due to the unjust and illogical arrangement of the tariff. While the 
imports of clothing and combing wools have not materially increased, 
and the American production is materially decreasing of late years, 
notwithstanding the rapid growth in our population and the Increas­
ing per capita consumption of wool by this increasing population, the 
quantity of foreign wool introduced into this country in the shape of 
goods and yarns has increased to the enormous total of 141,474,144 
pounds in 1888, equaling 44 per cent of our total home production of 
wools of all descriptions. The wholesale market value of our annual 
impot·tations of manufactured wool exceeds by nearly 50 per cent the 
value of our annual wool clip." 

As the only civilized country in the world, so far as we are Informed, 
which levies a duty on raw wool, we ask that American industry may 
be relieved of this unnatural burden, and that our domestic wool 
interests may now be put upon the same wholesome basis as the cotton 
manufacturing industry, with :tree raw material. 

Jesse Metcalf, agent Wanskuck Co.· Geo. B. Nichols, of 
Nichols. Dupee & Co.; Wm. J. Follett, of George Fol­
lett & Co. ; M. T. Stevens, of M. T. Stevens & Sons ; 
Robert Bleakie, of Robert Bleakie & Co. ; Henry C. 
Weston, of Weston, Whitman & Co.; Eben Sutton, of 
Sutton's N. A. Mills ; B. W. Evans, treasurer Black· 
stone Woolen Co.; Evans, Seagrave & Co.; Rowland 
Hazard, treasurer Peacedale Manufacturing Co.; WaJter 
Stanton, of Converse, Stanton & Cullen; Henry Martin, 
of Martin, Lawrie & Co.; G. Z. Silsbee, treasurer Mid· 
dlesex Co. ; Noah Sagendorph, East Brookfield, Mass. ; 
Arthur T. Lyman; Edw. W. Booker, assistant treasurer 
and secretary Broad Brook Co. ; T. B. Beach, secretary 
Beacon Falls Mlll & Power Co.; John W. Croft, of 
Howland Croft, Sons & Co., Camden ; A. Priestly & Co., 
Priestly Worsted Mills, Camden; Wm. M. Ayres, of Wm. 
Ayres & Sons, Philadelphia; Geo. W. Patton & Co., 
38 North Front Street, Philadelphia; John Elliott, 1158 
South Broad Street, Philadelphia; James Kitchenman, 
Huntingdon and Jasper Streets; S. Wood & Ward, 
Howard and Lehigh Avenues; Geo. W. Emlen, Third and 
Cumberland Streets ; Z. Talbot, treasurer Holliston 
Mills; J. B. Little, treasurer Bay State Felt Boot & 
Shoe Co. ; C. J. Amidon & Sons, Hinsdale, N. H. ; Thos. 
Radcliffe, Radcliffe Bros., Birmingham, Conn.; Joseph 
Dews, treasurer Phoenix Woolen Co., East Greenwich; 
Chas. Dawson, Dawson Manufacturing Co., Holden, 
Mass. ; Walter Aiken, Franklin, N. B. ; Frank H. Col­
ony Bros .• Wilton, N. H.

6
. Edwin Farrell. Woonsocket 

Worsted Mills; Geo. W. lney, Cherry Valley, Mass.; 
E. D. Thayer, Worcester Mass.; 0. H. Perry, agent 
Middlesex Co., Lowell, Mass. ; Connor Bros., Holyoke, 
Mass. ; Ralph H. Damon. president Damon Manufactur­
ing Co.; Salem C. Moses, treasurer Worumbo Manu­
facturing Co., Bath, Me. ; S. E. Lee, agent Vassalboro 
Woolen l\Iills; H. Strusberg, jr., agent Germania Mills; 
C. Fox & Co;.: Stafford Springs, Conn. ; Geo. H. Nye, 
Nye & Wait \_;a_rpet Co., Auburn, N. Y.; Wm. F. Wait, 
Auburn, N. Y.; D. M. Read, treasurer Read Carpet Co.; 
Owen Bros., agents Atlantic Mills, Providence, R. I. ; 
Saxony Woolen Mills, Newburgh, N. Y.; Michael Col­
lins, Collinsville, Mass. ; C. L. Blanding Manufacturing 
Co., Providence, R. I. ; Hudson River Woolen Mills, 
Newburgh, N. Y.; Lawrence, Webster & Co., Malone, 
N. Y.; F. A. Howarth. Oxford .... Mass.; Chas. M. Beach, 
treasurer Broad Brook Co., .tHoad Brook, Conn. ; W. 
E. Delabarre & Co., Conway, Mass. ; Ellison Tinkham, 
president Carolina Mills Co., Carolina. R. I. ; P. S. 
Peckham, jr., of P. S. Peckham & Co., Washington, 
R. I. ; Benjamin Lucas, of B. Lucas & Co., Poquetannock, 
Conn.; Geo. Mabbett, agent Central Falls (R. I.) Woolen 
Mills; Frank El Seagrave, treasurer Central Falls 
(R. I.) Woolen Mill!j J. F. PhetteplaceJ president Cen­
tral Falls (R. I.) woolen Mills; Stepnen 0. Metcalf, 
treasurer Steere Worsted Mills ; Berwick Woolen Mills. 
West Fitchburg, Mass.; James McTaggart, West Fitch­
burg, Mass.; Perseverence Worsted Co., Woonsocket, 
R. I. · Horace A. Kimball Manton, R. I. ; Richard How­
ard & Son, Apponaug, R. I. ; Horatio Colony, Keene, 
N. H.; Weybosset Mills, Taft Weeden & Co., agents, 
Providence, R. L ; 0. H. Hayes & Co., New York; 
Francis & Muller, New York; Bills & Davenpor_t New 
York; Schofl:', Fairchild & Co., New York; ueneva 
Worsted Mills, by M. S. Ulman, treasurer, Providence; 
Rockfellow & Shepard, New York; John Lunn, Phila­
delphia ; Esterheld & Co., Pekin M111s, Manayunk, Pa. ; 
James Legg & Co., �M�a�p�l�e�v�i�l�~� R. I. ; W. R. Lawfer & 
Co., Allentown. Pa.; W. S. woodman. Allentown, Pa.; 
Refnal Mills, Allentown, Pa0 J. H. Lawter, Allentown, 
Pa.; H. C. Thacher, of H. \;. Thacher & Co.; Franz & 
Pope Knitting Machine Co., Wm .• Pope, president, Bu­
cyrus, Ohio; John J. Currier, treasurer and director 
Bailey Hat Co., Newbm·yport, Mass. 

And 131 others on the first list ot signatures as printed in our Issue 
Of November 28. Since that time the following additional signatures 
have been obtained : 

Swenarton & Keiser, New York; Mills & Co., New York; 
J. M. Valentine & Co., New York; T. B. Snow New 
York; Rochester Knitting Works, Max Lowenthai1 pro­
prietor, Rochester, N. Y.; Alfred Bayliss, of Bay1iss & 
Crandall, Utica, N. Y.; C. P. Crandall, ot Bayliss & 
Crandall, Utica, N. Y. ; Empire Scotch Cap Factory, 
Utica, N. Y.; S. Bradley & Sons, Allegheny City, Pa.; 
William Barker, jr., of S. Bradley & Sons, Allegheny 
City, Pa.; James A. Bradley, of S. Bradley & �S�o�n�s�~� Alle­
gheny City, Pa.; William H. Bradley, of S. Braa.ley & 
Sons, Allegheny City, Pa. ; ID. B. Smith, of Smith & Pen­
field, Deihl (N. Y.) woolen mills; L. J. �R�o�s�s�m�a�~� of 
Rossman Knitting Co.; B. F. Haigh, of Rossman A.Dit­
ting Co,; William Oliver, secretary, treasurer, and 
general manager, Mississippi · Mills, Weeson" Miss. ; 

• 

W. P. Sharp, of Home Knitting Works; C. El Sharp, of Home 
Knitting Works; S. A. Sharp, of Home Knitting Works; 
Jefferson Woolen Mills, by Frank Stoppenbach, man­
ager, Jefferson, Wis.; Robert A. Allison, secretary Jack· 
son (Tenn.) Woolen Manufacturing Co.; W. T. Earn­
shaw, superintendent Jackson (Tenn.) Woolen Manufac­
turing Co.; P. J. Murray, manager oil mills, Jackson, 
Tenn.; N. S. White, banker, Jackson, Tenn. ; John Y. 
Keith, wool raiser Jackson, Tenn.; W. S. Small, farmer 
and sheep raiser, iackson, Tenn.; W. P. Robertson. mer­
chant and planter, Jackson Tenn.; M. V. B. Exum, 
farmer and woolgrower, Jackson, Tenn.; John W. 
Theuz, banker and farmer, Jackson, Tenn.; Ashley Stan­
field, sheep raiser, Jackson, Tenn. ; Miles Standish, 
farmer, Jackson, Tenn.; Bruce Douglas, farmer, Jack· 
son, Tenn.; Manley Armfield, planter, Jackson, Tenn.; 
J. C. Gooch, Jackson1 Tenn.; A. C. Treadwell, Jackson, 
Tenn.; John Goodricn and 100 others, Jackson, Tenn.; 
D. Crowther & Son, Germantown, Pa.; Thomas P. Cope, 
jr., of Cope & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; Alfred Cope, of 
Cope & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; F. Hazen Cope, of Cope 
& Co., Philadelphia, Pa. ; Howland Croft, of Howland 
Croft Sons & Co. ; Smith Lightbottom ; George Bustle, 
jr. ; Michael Collins, Collinsville, Mass. ; Christian Hess ; 
Isaac Reldon; John Hammond; Joseph B. Underwood; 
A. Helliwell; Benjamin Lobley ; Joseph Lobley ; L. D. 
Rodibaugh, New Paris, Ind. ; Claud Neilson, New Paris, 
Ind. ; W. H. Reinoehl. of W. R. Reinoehl & Co., �R�e�a�d�i�n�~�.� 
Pa. ; 0. B. Wetherhold, of W. H. Reinoehl & Co., Read­
ing, Pa. ; 0. R. Delsart, of W. H. Reinoehl & Co., Read· 
Ing, Pa.; Montgomer.y Merritt, of Henderson (Ky.) 
Woolen Mills; James S. Alves, �w�o�o�l�~�r�o�w�e�r�;� W. S. John­
son, of Henderson (Ky.) Woolen Mills; Paul J. Marrs. 
of Henderson {Ky.) Woolen Mills; James R. Barich, of 
Henderson {Ky .) Woolen Mills; Dr. B. Alors, secretary 
of Henderson (Ky.) Woolen Mills; James Morning, su· 
perlntendent ot Henderson (Ky.) Woolen Mllls; D. W. 
Boone, subsuperintendent of Henderson (Ky.) Woolen 
Mills; A. N. Taylor, carder boss, Henderson (Ky.) 
Woolen Mills ; John Gust, spinner boss, Henderson 
(Ky.) .Woolen Mills; B. T. Linton, loom boss, Hender­
son (Ky.) Woolen Mills; Philetus Beal, finisher, Hen· 
derson (Ky.) Woolen Mills: Edward Oberodorfer, wool 
dealer, Henderson (Ky.) Woolen Mflls; George Metz, 
wool dealer, Henderson (Ky.) Woolen Mills; Morris 
Metz, wool dealer, Henderson (Ky.)· Woolen Mills; 
Mann Bros.; Morris Baldauf, merchant; Edward Starr, 
clothier, Henderson, Ky. ; Berry & Co. dry-goods mer­
chants, Henderson, Ky. ; Schlesinger & Geibel, dry-gooda 
merchants, Henderson, Ky. ; Thomas Soaper, Hender­
son, Ky. ; I. W. Levan, Reading, Pa. ; I. W. Levan & 
Son, Reading, Pa. ; A. Erskine, manufacturer of blan­
ketst .shawls, etc., Third and Cumberland Streets, Phila­
delpma, Pa.; Thomas Duston, North Salem, N. H.; 
W. P. Hewitt & Co., Menasha {Wis.) Woolen !ills ; 
Shuttleworth Bros., Amsterdam, N. Y. · 0. H. Nord­
straw, South Side, Punxsutawney, Pa. ; b. W. McAllis­
ter, overseer, Punxsutawney, Pa.; F. W. Cheney, agent 
Athens (Ga.) Manufacturing Co.; Kanawha Woolen 
Mills, Frank Woodman, proprietor, Charleston, W. Va. ; 
A. J. Cameron & Co., of New York and Philadelphia ; 
C. B. Robinson, for Beargrass Woolen Mills, Louisville, 
Ky. ; Lippit Woolen Co., by C. H. Merriman, treasurer, 
Providence, R. I. ; Reedsburg Woolen Mill Co., W. H. 
Frence, manager, Reedsburg, Wis. ; J. Turner & Sons 
Manufacturing Co.t.. Cleveland. Ohio; Joshua Turner, 
Cleveland, Ohio; John G. Turner, Cleveland, Ohio; 
A.. K. Wein, Cleveland, Ohio; N. H. Turner, Cleveland, 
Ohio; C. F. Keatley, manager of the Keatley Hosiery 
Manufacturing Co., Galena, Ill. ; Stewart Bro. & Co., 
1219 Temple Street, Philadelphia, Pa. ; James S. Coch­
ran, Tenth Street and Columbia Avenue, Phfladelphja, 
Pa. ; Rice, Bean & Co., Manayunk, Pa. ; Fitzpatrick & 
Holt, Manayunk, Pa. ; D. Levis Moore, Moore Alpaca 
Co., Philadelphia, Pa. ; Thomas A. Pearce, Pennsylvania 
Hosiery Mills; D. Edwards & Sons, Ithaca, N. Y. ; R. 0. 
Edwards, Ithaca. N. Y. ; D. D. Edwards, Ithaca, N. Y. ; 
David Elllwood's Sons, Ithaca, N. Y. ; C. H. Sanford, 
Glover Sanford & Sons, Bridgeport, Conn. ; H. B. San­
ford, Glover, Sanford & Sons, Bridgeport, Conn. ; E. G. 
Sanford. Glover, Sanford & Sons, Bridgeport, Conn. ; 
Charles G. Sanford, Glover, Sanford & Sons, Bridizeport, 
Conn. · T. H. Sanford, Glover, Sanford & Sons Bridge· 
port, Conn.; Glover El ' Sanford, Glover, Sanford & Sons, 
Bridgeport, Conn.; Halfpenny, Campbell & Co. {Ltd.), 
Antes Fort, Pa. ; H. T. Doebing, manager Davenport 
Woolen Mills, Davenport, Iowa; S. A. Jennings, presi­
dent Davenport Woolen Mills Co. ; J. M. Eldridge, stock­
holder in Davenport Woolen Mills; W. C. Wadsworth & 
Co., wholesale dry goods. Davenport �I�o�w�a�~� Robert 
Krause, jobber 01' wo,plens, Davenport, iowa; N. Moritz 
& Bro., jobber ot woolens, Davenport, Iowa; M. Neide­
mann, jobber of woolens, Davenport, Iowa; A. B. 
Halpke, manufacturer of knit goods, Davenport, Iowa; 
August Steffin, jobber of dry goods, Davenport, Iowa; 
J. H. C. Petersen's ·Sons, dry goods, Davenport, Iowa; 
W. D. Petersen, Davenport, Iowa ; H. F. Petersen, 
Davenport, Iowa; Joseph Froehlich, dealer in woolens, 
Davenport, Iowa; Isaac Rothchild, dealer in woolens, 
Davenport, Iowa; W. S. Ritcher, director Davenport 

�~
�I�o�w�a�)� Woolen Mills Co.; I. H. Sears, Davenport 
Iowa) Woolen Mills Co. ; L. M. Ficher, sheep raiser ; 
. Stratliek, dealer in dry goods, Davenport, Iowa; 

J. H. Hiner, dealer in dry goods, Davenport. Iowa; 
John Dutton, overseer in woolen mill, Davenport, Iowa; 
James W. Robertsoni general manager Porter Manufac­
turing Co., Clarksvi le, Ga. ; James Williamson & Co., 
Germantown, Pa.; William Jameson, Germantown, Pa.; 
C. A. Reynolds, King Philip Mills, Davisville, R. I.; 
WU!iam F. Perry, president Forest Mills Co., Bridge­
ton, Me. ;, J. F. B1·alller, superintendent Forest Mi1ls 
Co., Briageton, Me. ; Louis Kraemer & Co., Stony 
Creek Mills, Reading, Pa. ; W. Ward, superintendent 
Riv-erside and Oswego Mills, Providence, R. I. ; 
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Seth Humphrey, Lower Merion, Montgomery County, Pa., 
owner; Charles Ohara, superintendent Mills & Co., New 
York; Swenarton & Kiser, New York; J. W. Dodge, pres­
ident Dodge-Davis Manufacturing Co .. New York; C. H. 
Proctor, overseer, Dodge-Davis Manufacturing Co., New 
York; H. C. Whipple, treasurer Dodge-Davis Manufac­
turing Co., New York; H. Beckman, North Ohio Blanket 
Mills, Cleveland, Ohio; Samuel Lea & Son, 1148 St. 
John Street, Philadelphiat-Pa. ; M. H. Heynemann, of 
Heynemann & Co., San ir ranclsco, Cal. ; Sig. Greene­
baum, of Greenebaum & Co., San Francisco, Cal.; J. R. 
Manury & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; J. R. Sulllvan, dry 
goods, Oswego Falls, N. Y.; Connell & Patterson, dry 
goods, Oswego Falls, N. Y.; Bennett & Stewart, dry 
goods, Oswego Falls, N. Y.; Farrell & Son, merchant 
tailors, Oswego Falls, N. Y. ; H. Amdursky, clothing, 
Oswego Falls, N. Y.; J. C. O'Ilrien, dry goods, Oswego 
Falls, N. Y.; A. R. Nery, dry goods, Oswego Falls, 
N. Y. ; H. Rosenbloom, dry goods and clothing, Oswego 
Falls, N. Y. ; H. J. Peoples, clothing, Oswego Falls, 
N. Y.; J. H. Lee, department overseer, Riverside and 
Oswego Mills; W. R. Hamilton,· department overseer, 
Riverside and Oswego Mills; J. B. Phillips, department 
ove1·seer, Riverside and Oswego Mllls; J. H. Wilson, 
department overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; 
R. Harrison, department overseer, Riverside and Oswego 
Mills; Charles B. Sheard, overseer, Riverside and Os­
wego Mills; A. F. Williams. overseer, Riverside and 
Oswego Mills; Henry Pollard, section ov.erseer, River­
side and Oswego Mills; Wright Motham, section over­
seer. Riverside and Oswego l\Ulls; Thomas G. Gill, sec­
tion overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills ; Crossley 
Holmes, section overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills ; 
William Bower, section overseer, Riverside and Oswego 
Mills; Joseph Bower, section overseer, Riverside and 
�O�s�w�e�~�o� Mills; John Burns, section overseer, Riverside 
and vswego Mills; C. A. Van Leuvan, section overseer, 
Riverside and Oswego Mills; C. H. McCatrray, section 
overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; David Hartigan, 
section overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; James 
Winters, section overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; 
J. H. Fairguere, section overseer, Riverside and Oswego 
Mills ; William F. Read, Victor!a Mill, Philadelphia, 
Pa. ; George Grayson & Co., Philadelphia, Pa. ; J. A. 
Buguey, superintendent Waumbeck Co., Milton Mills, 
N. H. : Carl Freschel, of Kalamazoo Knitting Co., Mil­
waukee : L. L. Tabor, of Kalamazoo Knitting Co., Mil­
waukee · Louis H. Elbromer of Kalamazoo Knitting 
Co., Milwaukee; George G. Granger, 22 Broad Street, 
Boston, Mass. ; ID. C. Caswell, of ID. C. Caswell & Co., 
Bloomsburg, Pa.; J. :M. Staver, of El. C. Caswell & Co., 
Bloomsburg, Pa.; John F. Rayle, carder for E. C. Cas­
well & Co., Bloomsburg, Pa. ; C. W. Mccaslin, spinner 
for E. C. Caswell & Co., Bloomsburg, Pa. ; E. L. Cas­
well, boss weaver for E. C. Caswell & Co., Bloomsburg, 
Pa. ; George W. Yost, engineer for E. C. Caswell & Co., 
Bloomsburg, Pa. ; Miles M. Bet finisher for E. C. Cas­
well & Co., Bloomsburg, Pa. ; El'lias E. Shaeffer, weaver 
for l!l. C. Caswell & Co., Bloomsburg, Pa. ; Joseph 
Ruckle, dresser for El. C. Caswell & Co., Bloomsburg, 
Pa.; John Custred. weaver for E. C. Caswell & Co., 
Bloomsburg, Pa.; Daniel L. Jones & Co., Philadelphia, 
Pa.; Concord Woolen Mills, Nicojack, Ga.; Porter Man­
ufacturing Co., Clarksville, Ga. ; Sulloway Mills, A. w. 
Sulloway, treasurer, Franklin, N. H. ; John S. Collins, 
Gilsum, N. H.; L. Farr & Son. of Ogden Woolen Mills, 
Ogden City, Utah; Newton Farr, Ogden City, Utah; 
and Ezra Farr,· Ogden City, Utah. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. l\fr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN]. 

Mr. HEFLIN. :Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat amused at 
the speech of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. l\IoNDELL], 
the gentleman whose State has, I believe, 4,000,000 or 5,000,000 
sheep; and, if I remember correctly, evidence has been sub­
mitted which shows that it cost 12 cents a pound to produce 
wool in Wyoming, while it cost less than one-twentieth of a cent 
per pound to produce it in the State of �W�a�s�h�i�n�g�t�o�~�.� Does the 
gentleman believe that the American people ought to be taxed 
to continue the wool industry in Wyoming, when wool can be 
produced for one-twentieth of a cent a pound in Washingtop.? 
What is done for the lawyer if he fails in the practice of law? 
He quits the practice; he goes to selling goods, teaches school, 
or he farms. What becomes of the blacksmith if he fails at 
the forge? He goes into some other business. What becomes 
of the banker if he fails? He must do something else. But 
what shall we say of the woolgrower in Wyoming, where it is 
said it costs 12 cents a pound to produce wool? Shall the 
American people be taxed, and heavily taxed, in order that the 
sheep may continue to graze· along the babbling brooks of 
Wyoming? [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
Is that the doctrine of the Republican. Party? It is, and has 
been all these years. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas rose. 
l\1r. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have not the time to yield 

now, although I would be delighted to yield to my friend. The 
gentleman. speaks of 57,000,000 sheep_ in the United States, and 
suggests that great injustice is about to be done these sheep. 

I want to remind the gentleman that in this Republic of ours 
there are nearly 57,000,000 of human beings who do not own 
their homes. On which side are you; for your sheep that 
graze by the babbling brooks of Wyoming, or ate you on the side 
of these homeless human beings that God has with His image 

blessed? [Applause on the Democratic side.] You stand here 
clamoring for protection for sheep and protection for various 
other things. It is dimes and dollars, dollars and d.imes-

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HEFLIN. No; I am sorry, but I can not yield. This side 

of the House pleads for human welfare ; this side of the House 
pleads for the rights of the plain people; this side of the House 
has determined to cut the profits of your trust magnates and your 
tariff barons and to give the under man a chance in this 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] While you are 
begging for protection for your sheep we ask for protection to 
the American boy. We pit the American boy against ·your 
Wyoming sheep, and the Democratic Party is on the side of 
the boy. You may stand by your sheep. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FEss]. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, we are told that the sheep busi­
ness is dwindling and we can not afford to profitably raise 
them; that the business bas gone out of existence because the 
farms can more profitably raise other products than sheep. I 
would like to have the gentleman who thus speaks go into the 
State of Ohio that produced in 1910 almost 4,000,000 of sheep 
upon acres of ground that are certainly worth as much in the 
market as the acres upon the farms of the State in which the 
gentleman lives. I would like to have him go through the 
county in which I live, that has a premium for live-stock raising 
that was won at St. Louis, and yet going through these counties 
you will see sheep upon the various farms; instead of sheep 
being in opposition to modern methods of farming--

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. FESS. I only have five minutes. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Ohio produces a large amount 

of Democrats, too. 
Mr. FESS (continuing). Inst«:·ad of the sheep industry be­

ing in opposition to the fertility of the soil, I assert that the 
sheep industry helps to fertilize the soil. If that is not true, 
then how does it come that in Great Britain, with a soil but 4 
inches deep, you have a more fertile soil in many respects than 
we do in our own �c�o�u�n�t�r�y�~� stated to be due to the sheep busi­
ness there in Great Britain? The Member fl'om New York 
[Mr. HARRISON] said we should not continue the sheep-raising 
business in this country because we can buy the sheep from 
Australia and from South Africa and from South America. 
He stated in the same breath that the demand for sheep was so 
great in Europe that the price of sheep in Europe was almost 
·equal to what it is here. Let me ask him this question: If the 
price of sheep in the foreign markets is equal to what it is here 
under a protective duty, then, in the name of God, what will it 
be when the American sheep-growing industry is destroyed and 
our country subject to the monopoly of a foreign market? That 
is the only thing that prevents the continued rise of the price 
of wool. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Here is a proposition, presumably in the interest of the con­
sumer, that proposes to displace the American woolgrower for 
the sake of the woolgrowers of Australia, South Africa, South 
America, Europe, and Asia. 

The pitiable 11 cents duty for the protection of this great 
American industry n:iust be removed. This "·oolgrower must 
compete with the foreign woolgrower, whose labor cost is small 
in comparison. The woolgrower of Australia can market his 
wool as entire profit from his sheep, the actual cost being met 
from other sources, as meat, and so forth. From his wool he 
realizes $1.31 per head, while the American grower has a 
charge of from 11 to 19 cents per pound for his wool. If wool­
growing is not a legitimate industry because, as you say, we can 
not compete with the foreign grower, and ought therefore to 
cease raising wool and employ our farms in other products, 
then you can not deny that the purpose of this bill is to tlisplace 
woolgrowing for some other product of the farm. That means 
the 300,000,000 pounds annual production of the United States, 
the 50,000,000 pounds from the 4,000,000 sheep of Ohio-the 
farmers' Shropshire, known the world over not only for its 
fleeces but for its meats-must be lost to the American grower 
in order that you may satisfY an un-American theory, namely, 
go to other lands for your wool, and this at a time when the 
prices of meat are still increasing to the consumer. It goes 
without saying, if you make woolgrowing unprofitable by a law 
in favor of the foreign grower, you will not only lose the home­
grown wool but the meat on which the wool grows. You, in the 
interest of the consumer of meat, are here proposing to decrease 
the meat production. 

This new theory, this Democratic theory, that estimates the 
wealth of our counh·y by what we are compelled to buy rather 
than by what we produce-in' other words, the theory that 
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measures your wealth by what you do not have rather than by 
what you do have-proposes to lower the cost of living by re­
ducing the production of the things upon which we live. And 
all this in the hope that free wool will mean free clothes and 
free sheep will mean free meat. 

The small amount of wool in the make-up of any suit will 
make a very slight difference in the cost by virtue of the 11 
cents duty. Who will get this reduction? Do you suppose for 
a moment the consumer will get it? You know that a suit that 
costs $25 now will not sell for $24.10 by virtue of 90 cents saved 
by the reduction of 11 cents duty on wool. In order to save the 
90 cents to the consumer yon are proposing to destroy this 
great industry. 

But we are told it will not destroy it. :My answer to all such 
statements is a simple reference to the free-wool provision of 
the Wilson tariff, when the price of sheep would not pay for the 
transportation rates from the city of Xenia to Buffalo. The 
woolgrowing industry has never yet recovered from the effects 
of that law. 

Reports declare that the acreage for woolgrowing in f9reign 
countries is not increasing, which, if true, means you will not 
by this measure cheapen the price of foreign wool, but, on the 
other hand, this bill will increase the price at the expense of the 
consumer. It would be wisdom for this· Government to stand 
by the policy of encouraging sheep growing in this country, not 
only to clothe our people but to feed them as welL I know that 
an argument designed to encourage American enterprise has no 
place in this House in these days. This majority has in a 
hundred in.stances, both by speech and vote, declared that an 
appeal on behalf of the American producer for the sake of con­
tinuing the existence of the American consumer, the great 
laboring class of our population, is out of place here. Here in 
the National House of Representatives we are faced with this 
un-American policy that looks to the cash balances of the 
importer rather than to the condition of our producers. 

The OHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Ohairman, I yield five minutes to 

the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HELM]. 
Mr. HlDLM. Mr. Ohairman, hitherto I have succeeded in not 

yielding to the temptation to talk to this committee, but through 
all of these ramifications of talk I had hoped that there might 
come a lucid interval to the membership of this House on the 
left-hand side of this aisle in this discussion, and I want, if I 
can, to draw a parallel on this paragraph to a condition that has 
prevailed for a number of years in the State from which I come. 
Kentucky is the great producer, as you know, of tobacco. For 
over 25 years the tariff rates on imported tobacco that are car­
ried in this bill have been in the bills that have been upon our 
statute books. The price in former years that the growers ot 
tobacco were enabled to realize ranged from 3 to 6 and 7 cents 
a pound for their tobacco. The tariff tax on tobacco ranged 
from $2.45 a pound down to 25 cents a pound, and that tax 
rate in the law has been in the statute for 25 years, and 
during that time the price of tobacco has been as low as 3 
cents. It now ranges as high as 15 cents a pound. If this 11-
cents-a-pound tariff on wool helps the farmer one cent, answer 
me, some man on that side of the aisle, why it is that the farm­
ers raising tobacco in Kentucky, with this tariff customs tax 
ranging from 25 cents a pound to $2.45 per pound, were only able 
to realize 3 cents a pound for their tobacco? Why did they not 

ported at a profit. The Woolen Trust gives the farmer the 
same kind of a deal on his wool that the Tobacco Trust gives 
the tobacco grower for his tobacco. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from KentuckY, 
[Mr. HELM] has expired. 

Mr. MANN. l\fr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen­
tleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS]. 

l\fr. WILLIS. l\fr. Ohairman, the difference between the 
theorists upon that side is illustrated by the remarks of the 
gentleman who has just spoken. I understood my friend from 
Kentucky to say that the farmer realizes nothing at all as the 
result of the tariff on wool, and I understood my friend from 
New York to say, openly and frankly, that if this bill went into 
effect he contemplated that the present woolgrowing and sheep­
raising industry of the State of Ohio wol:lld practically be wiped 
out of existence. The best test, Mr. Chairman, of mere vapid 
theories is the statement of the facts. It has been said in this 
debate there was not any difference between the price of wool 
here and the price abroad. Let us see what the facts ·are. The 
actual facts are shown in the following table, setting 'forth the 
differences in prices between the London and Boston markets. 
The comparison is made on the basis of the price of wool in the 
grease and for the pei-iod from September, 19J 2, to February, 
1913. Probably the difference would not be so great to-day, for 
the price of the farmers' wool has fallen very rapidly of l ate 
under the impending threat of free trade as exemplified by this 
bill. The table is as follows : 

Grade. 

�~�J�~�r�~�~�:� :: :: �:�:�:�:�:�:�:�~�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:� 
Three-eighths blood_ •••.•••.•.••••.••..... _ •.•••.•.... 
One-fourth blood ............•..............•........•. 
Braid ........................................... ·-···· 

Shrink- Lon-
age. don. 

Pr. ct. 
67 
67 
60 ' 
58 
52 
67 

Cent.s. 

m 
18 

m 
17 

Boston. 

Cents. 
21!=5! 
20 =4t 
22 =4 
23i =7 
231=7 
25 =8 

The facts are that in last February a fleece of Idaho wool, a 
fine staple wool, sold on the London market at grease prices, 
at 15! cents a pound, and that the same fleece sold in Boston 
at 20! cents a pound, a difference of 5! cents :per pound. And 
yet it is said that the tariff makes no difference in the price 
that the farmer gets. Half-blood wool sold on the London 
market at 18 cents a pound; it sold on the Boston market at 22 
cents a pormd, a difference of 4 cents. Three-eighths blood 
wool sold on the London market at 16! cents; on the Boston 
market at 23! cents a pound, a difference of 7 cents a pound. 
And so on with the different grades, making an average of be­
tween 6 and 7 cents a pound. 

The same thing is shown by the following table explaining 
the difference in prices between London and Boston markets 
on the bnsis of the grease pound. A fleece of Ohio wool was 
cut in two, one half being sent to the London market, the 
other half to the Boston market. The same thing was done 
with fleeces of Oregon and Wyoming wool, respectively. 

The results obtained are shown in the table. 

· London Boston Differ· 
price. price. ence. 

realize a price commensurate with the protective tariff rate on cen4 . cents. cents. 
tobacco? Ohio ....... �~�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�.� 19! �~� 7 

If your argument is a sound argument and an unanswerable Oregon................................................... 14; 20 �5�~� 
one, that this 11 cents a pound find.s it way into the pockets of Wyoming ...••.•.•••••.....•••..•..••.•.•.•.•.... ····•···· l5t 21 5i 
the farmer, why was it that the farmers who raise tobacco 
could not realize some of the alleged benefits from the protec- There is not any question about it, Mr. Chairman, and when 
tive duty on tobacco? He does not and he did not do it. The gentlemen are frank they admit it. 
tobacco raiser in Kentucky went down into the very shadow of I compliment our friends on the other side of the aisle for 
the Valley of Death, because there was but one buyer-the having been frank at least occasionally. They said in their 
Tobacco Trust. The Kentuckians went into that fight and won, report, when the wool bill was up before, that it was estimated 
as they usually do. They fought the trust, and to-day the price that eventually wool would be put on the free list. In their 
of that product, as I have said, ranges from 10 to 20 cents a report on the wool bill of 1911 the Democratic members of the 

Ways and l\feans Committee said, page 26: 
pound. Your tariff ta.x on tobacco has been the same during It is maintained by a very large number of our best economists and 
the entire period-a fixed quantity. Through all that time not statesmen that the economic situation involved in our rapid progress 
a cent of it found its way to the pockets of the tobacco raiser. as a Nation requires that our ports should be thrown open to the im-
J St So not a Cent Of the 11 Cents finds l·ts way m· to the �p�o�c�k�e�~�s� portn.tion of wool free of duty; and this view based on the most pro· 

U •1. found consideration of the public welfare, has round express.ion in Demo. 
of the woolgrower. Why? Because of your Woolen Trust. cratic legislation. It is the constant intent of the Democratic Party 
We raise in my district the same type of wool that is raised in to make the burden of tariff taxes as light as possible for the people, 
Ohio, and it commands the highest price, ranging from 15 to 32 and to levy tariff taxes on a revenue basis as promptly as possible, for 
Cents in the last decade, more often under 20 cents than above the party recognizes no justification whatever for tariff taxes except the 

necessity of revenue. 
it. But where is our enemy? Where is the enemy of the wool- In some remarks that 1 made then I prephesied if the Demo­
grower? It is the Woolen Trust. Put this tax as high as the crats had control of the Government wool woullil be placed on 
dome of this Oapitol, if you please, and the farmer will never tli o free list. on· that occasion I said: 
realize �a�n�y�t�h�i�n�~� m?re for his wool �~�h�a�n� the �t�~�u�s�t�.� is compelled ·Jn other words, it is perfectly clear that there ts no intention to main­
to pay. He will sunply pay the price at which it can be �e�x�- �~� tain any protective duty whatever on wool. I think I am perfectly fair 
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in ma-king that statement and am not misrepresenting anybody. So the Now, Ur. Chairman, is there a Woolen Trust in this country'? 
woolgrowers of the country ought to understand that they are face to I do ·not know whether there 1·s or not,· bt1t 1·f ther·e i·s, you face with the proposition of free wool. .we have torn the mask aside, 
and we know wllere our good friends, the enemy, are located on this promised to put their products upon the free list. I would not 
proposition. vote to do so if I believed there was a trust, because I would 

Various able, eloquent gentlemen on the Democratic side said: not be willing to destroy the industry for the purpose of 
"No; that is not a doctrine of our party." Even so late as destroying the monopoly. You said you would. Is there a 
last October, the President of the United States said at Pitts- Woolen Trust? 
burgh: Mr. Chairman, upon that question· I want to call a most con-

The Democratic Party does not propose free trade or anything ap- vincing witness to the Democratic side, a man whose word is 
proaching free trade. absolute law to them, and it is the gentleman from Alabama 

And e\en when the Ways and 1\Ieans Committee went into [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. On the 7th day of June, 1911, Mr. UNDER­
wooD used this language: 

the discussion of this subject, as we learned this morning from 
the able and eloquent gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER], the There is nobody in this country who does not know that the Ameri-can Woolen Co. to-day fixes the price of woolen goods; that is a 
alert protector of the goat industry, the committee itself decided monopoly; that is a trust. 
that there ought to be a duty on wool of 15 per cent ad valorem. Now, have you kept your promise? Or have you repudiated 
Yet, though that was the judgment of the committee, when the gentleman from Alabama? If you have repudiated him, it 
certain conferences were held, and when the pie counter was is the first time that you have done so. His word has been 
in sight with the viands distributed upon it in plain view of absolute law unto you, and the gentleman from Alabama may. 
the hungry and assembled host, and when the brethren were well say, paraphrasing the epigram credited to Louis XIV, 
given to understand that access thereto would not be easy to "The Democratic majority-I am the Democratic majority." 
them and their friends unless there would be a change in And, Mr. Chairman, I want to direct an inquiry to the Mem­
this rate, these gentlemen said: "Our opinion amounts to bers of the Progressive Party in the House. There have not 
nothing." They said: "We will abandon all we have recom- been many of them present during the debates upon this sched­
mended and put wool on the free list, but goat hair must still ule-and I am not surprised at that, because two years ago 
be protected 20 per cent ad valorem." The able gentleman their leader, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. l\IuRDOCK], when 
from Alabama, who spoke a few moments ago, worries a good we were considering this very schedule, used this language: 
deal about the farmer's boy. Ah, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman Believing as I do that the duty carried on worsted for men's and 
from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] is not talking in favor of the women's wear in this bill is indefensible, that it is an outrage upon the 
farmer's boy. I am here to speak in favor of the farmer's boy entire population, I am firmly convinced that if the Members of this 

f Oh. d th tl fr Al b i ta.lid · f f House should come to understand the facts in the case a majority o IO, an e gen eman om a ama S ng lil avor o of the Members could no more be induced to put a duty on worsteds 
the half-naked sheep herders of South Africa working for $2 than they could be to put it on coal oil. 
per month, with whom he wants to bring our boys into compe- A little later he said: 
tition. [Applause on the Republican side.] I can not see for the life of me how anyone in the American Con-

I am speaking in favor of the small farmers of Ohio. Mr. gress can aid the Worsted Trust by putting a tariff on worsteds, either 
Chairman, I had not intended to say anything more upon this as a frankly avowed measure of protection or under the pretense of 
bill. I had already expressed at some length my views con- a tariff for revenue only. 
cerning it. But I did not feel that I could fulfill my duty to the The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MURDOCK] in this debate 
people who sent me here if I should sit here silent in the face so far has been as silent as the grave. Neither has he offered 
of the avowed proposition that a great industry of Ohio is to be the amendment that !:l.e offered two years ago to put tops and 
stricken down, that the market which the American farmer has worsted goods upon the free list. I wonder why? Have the 
had for his product is to be taken from him, and sheep raising Progressives repudiated their leader upon this proposition, or 
and woolgrowing are to be driven from the land, without any as a condition of admission to the new party was he compelled 
benefit to consumers or anyone else. This bill takes all the to recant this heresy upon his part? [Applause on the Repub­
tariff off the farmers' wool, but the product of the Woolen Trust lican side.] I �h�o�p�~�,� Mr. Chairman, that the latter was the case. 
is protected. If we are to have free wool, why not free clothes? I want to congratulate the Democratic side upon the fact 
I did not feel that I could fulfill my duties if I said nothing at that they have broken this promise that they made to the 
all, and so, -Mr. Chairman, in the name of the small farmers, in American people, even though there be a Woolen Trust, for I do 
the name of the farmers' boys of Ohio, in the name of American not want to see the woolen industry destroyed. Destroy the 
labor, in the name of 600,000 woolgrowers in the United States, monopoly, but save the industry. 
I protest �a�g�a�i�n�~�t� the passage of this infamous, ill-considered, Now, Mr. Chairman, just a moment with reference to these 
illogical, unfair free-trade bill. [Applause on the Republican two bills. The substitute bill offered by the gentleman from 
side.] New York [Mr. PAYNE] is a protective" measure and at the 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. same time reduces every rate in the present Schedule K. It is 
Mr . .MANN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain- consistent, and in accord with the report of the Tariff Board. 

ing? How is it with your bill? Like your cotton bill it is not con-
The CHA.IRMAN. The gentleman has 16 minutes. sistent at any point in it. You put wool upon the free list, but 
Mr . .MANN. l\fay I ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. so far as protection to the woolen manufacturer is concerned you 

UNDERWOOD] if he intends to have any more speeches on that have given him upon the coarse and cheap woolen cloths a 
side? greater amount of protection than this Republican bill gives to 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There will be only one more speech on them. But how many times in the past have you upon the other 
this side. side, in your well-deserved denunciation of Schedule K, said, 

l\lr. �M�A�.�.�.�~�.� Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle- "If you put us in the majority we will reduce the rates; we will 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT]. _ cut the rates to the very bone upon these woolen cloths that 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. the poorest people in the United States must buy and use." And 
LENROOT] is recognized for 10 minutes. yet in this very bill your rates upon the cheapest woolen cloths 

.Mr. LENROOT. .Mr. Chairman, during the course of this are 5 per cent higher than are the protection rates in the Repub-
lican bill. 

debate we have heard a great deal from the Democratic side Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooRE] 
as to their keeping the pledges that they had made to the is a high protectionist. He is honest; but I am glad that the 
American people. Whenever some item has been discussed gentleman from Pennsylvania [1\Ir. l\fooRE] made the speech 
where they have admitted that their rates are an injustice to that he did, so long as he holds the views that he does with 
the producer, they have said that it was necessary because they reference ·to Schedule K, in his defense of the present schedule. 
had promised in their platform to reduce the cost of living to 1 have thought sometime during this debate, from his much speak­
the American people. fag and his high protective tariff views, that the country might 

And now I want to direct the attention of that side of the be led to believe that a considerable number upon this side of 
aisle for a moment to a consideration of this schedule and to the aisle were in accord with him. But honest as he is and 
ask whetl1er they have kept the promises they ma.de to the industrious as he is, there are not a handful upon this side of 
American people in the framing of it. I read from the Demo- the aisle who hold the views that he does, and in voting upon 
Cratic platform of 1912: this woolen schedule we will have an opportunity of demon-

Articles entering into competition with trust-controlled products and strating to the country that the Republican ·Party is sincere in 
articles of American manufacture which are sold abroad more cheaply its advocacy of honest protection based upon the report of a 
than at home should be put upon the free list. tariff commission. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

You promised that articles entering into competition with Now, l\fr. Chairman, we have heard upon that side of the 
trust-controlled products would be put upon the free list the aisle a great many times the cry that their purpose in all tariff 
first time you had an opportunity to write a ta.riff law. .. legislation is to give equal rights to all and special privileges to 

• 
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none. And yet this >ery bill, and your method of framing tariff 
bills, is more open to favoritism and discrimination and special 
privilege than the Republican protective position can possibly be. 
You put wool on the free list, but a 20 per cent duty upon the 
hair of the Angora goat. You put flour upon the free list, but 
you keep a Wgh duty upon rice. And so I could go on picking 
out items of necessity to the American people where you ha>e 
arbitrarily said, " Free trade upon this. article, but a high tariff 
on another article." Can there be any worse kind of favoritism 
than that? The Republican position of protection, equaling the 
difference in cost of production at home and abroad, if it be a 
special privilege at all, applies to all alike, protecting them only 
from unfair competition from abroad, and I say there can not 
be such a thing as special privilege when the vast majority of 
the people of the country have equal benefits from the privi­
lege, whatever it may be. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

l\Ir. .MANN. l\fr. Chairman, the Republicans made an ap­
propriation under which President· Taft appointed a Tariff 
Board, consisting of three Republicans and two Democrats, 
who brought in a unanimous report as to the facts involved 
in the production of wool and woolen goods, both in this and 
other countries. 

We on this side of the House stand by our guns, stand by 
the report of the Tariff Board, and we present a woolen sched­
ule, based upon the information ascertained by this Tariff 
Board. [.Applause on the Republican side.] 

For years the woolen schedule has been a point of contro­
versy in the country, and for probably the first time in the 
history of tariff making in this country we now propose a 
scientiflc adjustment . of Schedule K, and we will confidently 
appeal to the country in favor of tariffs based upon information 
rather than tariffs based upon guesswork. All through indus­
trial life to-day people are learning the necessity of scientific 
information and scientific processes. Elven in this legislative 
body we are learning it, although the learning so far has only 
permeated this side of the House, and has not penetrated to 
the Democratic majority. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I believe we will present a solid front, and I hope on this 
proposition we may have the support of those Republicans 
temporarily estranged from our party, soon to return, who now 
call themselves Progressives, as we call ourseh·es Republicans, 
because in the end Republicanism means progression. [Ap­
plause on the Republican side.] 

l\Ir. Chairman, a few moments ago the distinguished gentle­
man from New York [Mr. HARRISON], always candid and 
always a free trader, logically in the process of his reason­
ing, �~�a�i�d� that free wool meant the death knell of wool­
growing in the United States, which he declared ought to be 
because it was logical. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. 1\1.ANN. Certainly. 
l\Ir. HARRISON of New York. I am sure that my good 

friend does not wish to misrepresent--
Mr. MANN. Well, cut that part of it out; I never misrep­

resented anybody. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I said no such thing, but I 

tried to show just the contrary-that the tariff on wool does 
not now protect the woolgrowers. · 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York declared-and 
I know he will not change his remarks-that free wool meant 
the death knell of the woolgrowing industry in the United 
States for the purpose of growing wool. Only a few days ago 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. lliBDwrcK] the former chair­
man of the special committee on sugar, declared that this 
bill meant the death knell of sugar growing in Louisiana and 
Texas. One by one they admit that they propose to kill the 
industries of the country. One kills the sugar industry to-day, 
another kills the woolgrowing industry to-morrow, another kills 
the wool manufacturing the next day. Do they think that 
as they kill these off one by one they are not killing them 
off altogether? The injury comes to the country all at once. 
We might do it if it was only wool; we might do it if it 
was only the cotton manufacture, or if it was only the 
woolen manufacture, or one kind of any other kind of ma1iu­
facture; but when we propose at one time to do injury to the 
great mass of industries throughout the country, you and I 
will learn that that can not be done and retain the prosperity 
in the land, for God knows I hope prosperity will remain in 
spite of your legislation; and I know that in the long run the 
American people, with their common sense, will return to such 
economic policies as will make sure of the prosperity which God 
and natu_re entitle us to have. [Loud applause on the Reyub­
lican side.] 

1\!r. UNDERWOOD. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
l\lr. Chairman, tlle �d�i�s�t�i�n�g�u�i�~�h�~�d� leader. of the �R�e�p�u�b�l�i�c�~� �~�a�~�t�y� 

congratulates himself and his party on the fact ·that they are 
learning something. We are glad to join with them in these 
congratulations, but I would like to inquire which part of the 
Republican rarty is learning something in view of the substi­
tute you offer? 

It is a well-known fact, and neither the gentleman from 
Illinois nor the proponent of the measure, the gentleman from 
New York, will deny the fact that the members of the Ways 
and Means Committee representing your side of the House are 
not united on this substitute. Why, the gentleman from Penn­
sylvania [Mr. MooRE] this morning repudiated your bill, and 
there are other Republican members of the Ways and l\:1eans 
Committee besides the gentleman from Pennsylvania sitting 
before me now that you know repudiate your bill and spurn it 
as not Republican and not scientific. 

I would like to know which of your representatives on the 
committee and on the floor are learning something, since they 
occupy two different positions in reference to the substitute the 
gentleman proposes. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. l\IANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. We are all learning on this side of the House 

[applause on the Democratic side], which can seldom be said 
of the other side of the House. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] There is much greater unanimity among the minority 
members of the Ways and Means Committee on the Payne substi­
tute than there was among the majority members on the wool 
proposition when it was in committee. [Applause on the Repub­
lican side.] 

l\1r. UNDERWOOD. That is where the gentleman is mis­
taken. The Democratic Party never has levied a duty upon 
raw wool for protection. In 1911 and 1D12 it brought a bill 
before this House taxing raw wool, and then I stated to the gentle.­
man from Illinois in answer to his question that that tax was 
levied for revenue. When you levy a revenue tax it is within 
our principles that it should be levied at a revenue i·ate. It 
is not a matter of principle as to the article on which that 
re>enue rate shall fall, it is a matter of economy and a matter 
of selection. 

I will say to the gentleman that when this bill was reported 
to· this House it left the Ways and Means Committee with a 
unanimous >Ote of the majority members of the committee. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

l\fr. �U�:�~�"�T�I�E�R�W�O�O�D�.� Just a question. 
Mr. MANN. Is it not, or is it, a fact, as current rumor re­

ports, that a majority of the present Ways and Means Commit­
tee, including the gentleman from Alabama, were in favor of a 
tariff on raw wool, and only changed their minds at the request 
of the President of the United States? · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman knows 
that we were in favor of a tax on raw wool at one time, because 
we reported two bills to the last Congress containing a tax on 
raw wool. 

l\fr. MANN. My question related to this ·ways and Means 
Committee at this session of Congress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, I will state to the gen­
tleman candidly--

Mr. MANN. Oh, I ha>e no desire to embarrass the gentle-
man and Rm willing to relieve him from responsibility. • 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is no secret. I will state it candidly. 
Yes; the bill when originally written had a tax of 15 per cent 
on raw wool The difference between the gentleman's party nnd 
our party is that we can get together and you can not. [Ap­
plause on the Democratic side.] We got together for the benefit 
of the American people. The gentleman from Illinois says that 
that side is learning. Yes; it is learning something. It is 
learning that the sentiment of the American people is behind 
the principles of the Democratic Party, and it is learning to fol­
low Democracy and is following it in this schedule. It was only 
four years ago when �y�~�u� reported a bill to this House and 
refused to revise or cut down the iniquitous tax that you had 
maintained on the clothes of the American people for 50 years, 
and it was not until we had been given control of this House 
that we taught you a lesson and taught you the way to go. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, you contend that you have written this substitute bill 
in conformity with the report of the Tariff Board. Mark you, 
these rates, when raw wool is eliminated from the equation, 
are substantially the snme as those in our fitst bill. introduced • 
before the Tariff Board made a report. Eliminating raw wool 
from the equation, they are on an equal basis. What do you 
do? You no longer maintain the prohibitive rates on tops and 
yarnf:I and cloths and woolen goods. Of course, I recognize the 
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fact that you were ashamed to copy exactly our rates, but you 
tried to do it, and approached it in an indirect way. We levy 
a tax of 15 per cent on tops from which the yarn is spun. You 
levy a rate of 18 cents a pound on scoured wool, and you carry 
into the top paragraph 20 cents a pound on the wool contents 
and 10 per <'ent ad valorem. In other words, on the tops you 
add 2 cents per pound more than you say is the rate that should 
be charged on scoured wool. I recognize the fact that the 
Tariff Boud estimated that this was the necessary compen­
satory duty. Instead of putting this at an ad valorem rate in 
your 10 per cent, you carry it i.n your specific rate. Do you 
mean to say, as the gentleman from New York said, that on tops 
there is a difference between the substitute and our bill of 10 
and 15 per cent? When you increase the charge on scoured 
wool, that goes into the 2 cents per pound? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to interrupt the 
gentleman, but I desire to correct him. The duty on scoured 
wool is 19 cents a pound. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. And on grease wool you have 18 cents 
and on scoured 19. 

l\fr. PAYNE. Ob, no. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Nineteen cents. Of course,· you can 

allow for the 1 cent per pound if you want to in a specific 
rate or in the ad YRlorem rate. We would allow for the com­
pensatory duty in the ad valorem rate, while you allow for it 
in the specific rate, where you put it in as an equivalent for 
the duty on raw wool. That raise of 1 cent per pound on 
scoured wool approximates 2 per cent ad Yalorem. 

And what is the result? In a comparison of the two bills on 
a free-wool basis the real result is that the duty amounts to 
about 12 per cent against our 15 per cent. Now, I say you 
were ashamed to come right up and accept our figures. Now, 
when you come down to yarns, instead of carrying 19 cents per 
pound on scoured wool in the yarn you increase this specific 
duty on yarns to 21! cents per pound and then add an ad 
valorem rate varying from 10 to 25 per cent, according to 
value, increasing the duty for raw wool from 19 to 21i cents 
per pound and again raising the ad valorem equivalent in the 
same way, following the old process that has marked the in­
iquities of the woolen schedule in the last 40 years. On cloth 
they do the same thing, except raising it higher and higher. 
They put on cloth valued at more than 40 cents and not more 
than 60 cents a pound 26 cents a pound on the wool content 
therein, although they say 19 cents is a fair tax on scoured 
wool, and then add 35 per cent. On cloth valued at more than 
60 cents and not more than 80 cents they place 26 cents 
per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem, and on those above 
80 cents and not more than $1, 26 cents per pound and 45 
per cent, and so on, raising the schedule as they go; and yet 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT], knowing that. 
actually stated to the House that our bill was higher than the 
rates in the present law. But, of course, I know what he 
meant. 

Mr. LE1'TROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman means this substitute. 
Mr. LENROOT. Does not the gentleman know that that 

merely takes care of the loss in the wool? 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD. Of course I do. If the gentleman had 

been listening for the last 15 minutes he would have heard me 
say that it takes care of the loss of wool, and that the Tariff 
Board estimated it--

Mr. LENROOT. But with free wool you do not have to do 
that and you would not if you had free wool--

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not yield to the gentleman to 
make a speech. Of course, when you are comparing it on a 
free-wool basis, free wool loses as much in the manufacture as 
taxed wool. Does the gentleman think because wool comes 
in free at the customhouse that there is not as much waste as 
when it comes in taxed? Of course not. I can not yield to 
the gentleman to make a speech. There is no difference, ex­
cept that you are trying to hide some protection in this bill that 
you do not want the American people to find. That is it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, you say that you 
have written this tax in conformity with the report of the 
Tariff Board. I admit that when you cut out your tax on raw 
wool that on tops and yarns there is very little difference in 
the bill. On the lower grade articles-woolen goods-you are 
about the same as we are, but when you go to the higher grade 
articles you go very much higher than we do, but you are 
approximating the.basis that we made. You follow the way we 

' showed you to go. But the real question involved is whether 
or not you should levy this tax on raw wool in conformity with 
the Tariff Board's report. Now, there is not a man on the 
:floor of this House who ever read that Tariff Board report who 
does not Imow that the Tariff Board reached a Scotch verdict 

on raw wool. You know it and I know it. There is not one 
line in that report that says you should tax raw wool, or you 
should not, and it is an open secret that the board divided on 
that question as to whether or not raw wool should be taxed, 
Now, which side of this Tariff Board are you following? That 
is the question. You are writing this tariff bill, you say, m 
conformity with the report of the Tariff Board, a scientific 
Tariff Board report, but you can not say which side of it you 
are following. 

Mr. MONDELL. :Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not right now. I want to give you 

some information. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. MONDELL. I shall enjoy it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Thomas Walker Page, a distin· 

guished member of that board, recently wrote an article in the 
North American Review, giving his position in reference to the 
question as to whether or not raw wool should be taxed. He 
was a member of the board, and be wrote this article as a re­
view of his work. I will ask the Clerk to read the portion of 
this memorandum that I have marked. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In the North American Review for April, 1913, Mr. Page says: 
"To the average American sheep raiser the wool duties are. only an in­

cidental aid ; to the genuine woolgrower they are of real assistance, but 
they are inadequate to prevent the gradual merging of this industry in 
that of the mutton producer. To neither, therefore, do they bring a 
benefit that economically justifies their retention. From the standpoint 
of the. �m�a�n�u�f�~�c�t�u�r�e�r� these duties are undeniably an evil. They raise 
the price of his raw material, increase the amount ot capital necessary 
in his business, enhance his costs of production, and make it impossible 
for him to compete for trade in neutral markets. More than this, they 
completely bar him from the use of important varieties of wool that 
are available abroad. South .Africa, for example, exports about 125 -
000,000 pounds of wool as fine and, for many purpo es, as useful as 
any that is grown, but the amount we take of it is negligible. The 
explanation of this is found in the fact that the duties are specific 
payments on a pound of wool 'in the grease '-that is, in its natural 
condition as it leaves the sheep's back. But in each class of grease 
wool there are many varieties which difi'er not only in length, strength, 
luster, and fineness, but also in the quantity of oil and other impurities 
they contain, so that some varieties when scoured yield much less clean 
fiber than do others. These variations appear not only in sheep of 
different breeds or from different regions, they are also found in differ­
ent parts of the same fleece. Thus wool from the neck, breech, or belly 
shows a difi'erent shrinkage in scouring from that of wool on the rest 
of the body. Naturally the American buyer abroad can now take only 
wool of a good yield. The heavy shrinking wool is often excellent for 
his purposes, but when the duty ls estimated on its clean content he 
finds that he can not afford to import it." Prof. Page charges that the 
reason why the duties on woolen cloth have continued so high has been 
the disposition of American manufacturers to profit by compensatory 
duties imposed for the purpose of offsetting the tariff on raw wool, but 
fixed at so high a point as to be much more than compensatory. Fur­
thermore says he, "It is well known that the greater part of the woolen 
fabl'ics that enter commerce are not all wool." In summing up he uses 
the following strong language : " It must be admitted that there is "'Ood 
reason why thJs particular raw material should not be taxed. In all 
other countries with any industrial development except Russia the im­
portation of wool is free. Our tax on it, therefore, puts our manufac­
turers at an insuperable disadvantage in neutral markets, and it would 
have the same effect in the domestic market but for the compensatory 
duties. The Importance of properly adjusting these duties becomes 
evident when it is remembered that while the annual output of our wool 
crop is less than $60,000.000, the annual output of our wool·using in­
dustries is more than $700,000,000. As they now stand our compen­
satory duties are a glaring abuse in our tariff system, and are respon­
sible for much of the popular outcry against it. It seems, however, to 
be impossible to adjust them fairly, and to repeal them involves the 
total repeal of the duties on wool. It follows from what has been 
said that whether they are studied with regard to their effect on �t�h�~� 
production or the manufacture of wool the wool duties are without 
economic justification." 

Even with reference to the business side of the sheep-raising industry 
Mr. Page says: 

"The industry as a whole would not materially suffer; lt would e-ven 
make a substantial gain in being freed from the necessity of playing 
polities and relieved of tho uncertainty and anxiety that will bampor 
it as long as the duties are there to be defended. '!'here would be a 
temporary setback owing to panic, but forces that are already at work 
would soon build up the industry along new lines and on a more stable 
foundation." · 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. They say that the tax on raw wool ls 

written in conformity with the Tariff Board's report in this bill 
There is a witness which I present to you, a distinguished 
�m�~�b�e�r� of the Tariff Board, who says that the duties ·on raw. 
wool are without justification. And, more than that, it is a 
well-known fact that the chairman of the Tariff Board did not 
believe in levying duties on raw wool. 

And yet you come before this Congress, not asking to legis­
late on your judgment, on your own ability, but you come here 
to-day and tell us that you have been taught a lesson and you 
want to write that les on on the statute books, and when we 
call· your teacher to testify he refuses to stand for a statement 
that you have made to the �H�o�m�~�e�.� [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not yield. 

., 
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l\Ir. PAYNE. Of course he will not. He does not dare to 

yield. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not have the gentleman taking my 

time. It is too valuable right now. 
l\fr. MONDELL. It would be embarrassing. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I haye a very great admiration for the 

distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], a man 
of the highest character and fearless honesty when it comes to 
anything else but the tariff; but he has been so badly trained 
as to the way in which he should go on the tariff that he could 
not write a wool schedule, even if he tried, without putting 
jokers in it. [Laughter.] 

Now, he has told the people of the United States that al­
though he taxed the wool from which clothes were made he is 
going to give them free wool carpets. He will tax the material 
that keeps them warm from the winter's snow, but he will give 
them untaxed carpets to walk upon. He did not do it; he just 
told them he was going to do it. He has two classifications in 
this bill, first and second class wool. On second-class wool he 
puts the rate of 7 cents per pound, and then follows it with a 
proviso and says that it shall come in free if it is used for 
making carpets. But he also says in this bill: 

Whenever wools of class 2 shall have been improved by the admixture 
of merino or English blood, from their present character, as repre· 
sented by the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the 
principal customhouses of the United States, such improved wools shall 
be classified for dut:r as class 1.. . 

.And that means they have to pay 19 cents per pound on 
scoured wool. But he goes on further and says: 

U any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act, invoiced 
or entered as of class 2, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as of 
class 2, shall contain any wool or hair subject to the rate of duty of 
class 1, the whole bale or package shall be subject to the rate of duty 
chargeable on wool of class 1. 

Now, I am informed by men who buy wool, who import wool, 
that it is almost impossible to-day to find wool that is all class 2, 
without some of the finer grades of wool being mixed with it. 
Why? Because everyone is trying to improve his sheep. 
Everyone is mixing the high-bred sheep with the low-bred sheep. 

:Mr. P .AYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to �a�~�k� him a 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will answer it for you. 
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is not talking to the Democratic 

caucus; he is talking to the House of Representatives. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will tell it. 
l\fr. PAYNE. You do not tell it to anybody. 
1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I got this information only a day or 

two ago, although I knew it to be a fact before, from a manu-
facturer of carpets in your own State. . 

He told me that he hoped that this distinction that you were 
trying to draw would not be maintained, because it was only a 
fraud. [.Applause on the Democratic side.] He said it was 
only a fraud; that it was almost impossible to find a bale of 
second-class wool, and that carpet wool, o:r a large proportion 
of it, under this bill would be classed as wool of class 1. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that the situation in the present law? 
1\fr. UNDERWOOD. I am not through with the gentleman 

yet. 
l\fr. PAYNE. You are not proving anything. 
1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Now, here is the bill that I hold in my 

hand, the bill that the gentleman from New York [l\Ir. PAYNE] 
offers as a substitute, and he says that it was prepared by the 
Tariff Board. My friends, I am sure that the gentleman from 
New York should not charge this to the Tariff Board. The 
Tariff Board already has enough sins to bear. You should not 
send it down into history, or try to do so, bearing the errors 
and iniquities of this substitute that you have offered to-day. 
[.Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Listen to this. Here is the way they class wools, or try to 
class them: 

The duty on all wools of class 2, including camel's hair of class 2, 
imported in their natural condition, shall be 7 cents per pound. If 
scoured, 19 cents per pound. 

· Now, mark: Imported in their natural condition, the duty 
shall be 7 cents a pound, and if scoured, 19 cents a pound. It 
will be noted that there is no provision for washed wool of class 
2. [.Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from .Alabama 
has expired. .All time has expired. 
_ l\fr. PAY.NE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 

from .Alabama may have half an hour and that I may have five 
minutes afterwards. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [l\Ir. 
PAYNE] submits a request for unanimous consent that the gen-

tleman from .Alabama [l\fr. UNDERWOOD] may have half an hour 
and that he may have five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
very much for his courtesy, but inasmuch as the country expects 
us to do business I must decline to accept it and must insist on 
our going on. 

The CH.AIRl\I.AN. Objection is made. 
Mr, P.AYNEl. The gentleman does not dare to do it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1\fr. Chairman, I will insert as a part of 

my remarks, under the leave already given, a comparison of 
the rates in the Payne law with the proposed bill. 

Following is the comparison referred to : 
Comparison of the imports for the "(1,scal year ending June so, 1.912, with 

the estimates for a 12-month period under H. R. S910. 
1. CLASS I,1 WOOL ON THE SKIN, UNWASHED. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ........... . 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ................. . 
Duties ..........•...•......... 
Rate ......................... . 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ....................... . 

Estimate for a 
Payne tariff, 12-month pe-

1912. riod under 
H. R. 3910. 

700, 192 Z}' 000, 000 
$124, 642. 00 $170, 000. 00 

$0.178 $0.17 
S70, 019. 00 $72, 000. 00 

lOc. per lb. 16c. per lb. on 
wool content. 

56.18 42.35 

Rate under 
Underwood 

bill. 

Free. 

1 Classification of 11)09. 2 Shrinkage 55 per �c�e�n�~�,� p. 383, Tariff :Doard report. 

1. WOOL, NOT ON THE SKIN, UNWASHED. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 68,645, 199.00 
Value ......................... $15, 185, 794. 00 
Average unit.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $0. 221 
Duties........................ $7,550,972.00 
Rate.......................... Ile. per lb. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ...•....•............•.. 49. 72 

100, 000, 000 
S20, 000, 000. 00 

S0.20 
$8, 100' 000. 00 

lSc. per lb. 
(wool con­
tent). 

4-0. 50 

1. WOOL, ON THE SKIN, WASHED. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ........... . 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ................. . 
Duties ....................... . 
Rate ..................•.....•. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ....................... . 

280 
$51.00 
S0.182 
$59.00 

2lc. per lb. 

115.29 

1,000 
$190.00 

$0.19 
$144 

16c. per lb. 
(wool con­
tent). 

75. 77 

- 1. WOOL, NOT ON THE SKIN, WASHED. 

Imports:. . 
Quantity (pounds) ........... . 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ................. . 
Duties ....................... . 
Rate ......................... . 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ..............•......... 

88 
$27.00 
$0.307 
$19. 00 

22c. per lb. 

71. 70 

125,000 
$5,500. 00 

so. 22 
$4,050.00 

18c. per lb. 
(wool con­
tent). 

73.63 

1 Shrinkage of 45 per cent. 

7. WOOL, SCOURED. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ........... . 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ................. . 
Duties ....................... . 
Rate ......................... . 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 

cent) ....................... . 

126 
m.oo 
$0.329 
$42.00 

33c.per lb. 

100.19 

15,000 
�~�4�,� £00. (}() 

$0.32 
$2,850.00 

19c. per lb. 

59.37 

···········iiree: 

···········:ifroo: 

···········:Free: 

Free. 

1. CLASS II, 1 WOOL �o�~� 1:'HE SKIN, WASHED AND UNWASHED. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) •........... 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ................. . 
Duties ....................... . 
Rate ......................... . 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ....................... . 

70,812 
Sl6, 717.00 

$0.236 
$7, 789.00 

llc. per lb. 

46.60 

1 Classification of 190:J. 

70,000 
$16,800.00 

$0.24 
$8,400.00 

16C. per lb. 
(wool content). 

E0.00 

Free. 
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the est!mates for a 12-month f!erioa under H. R. 3910--Continued. the estimates for a 12-month period under H. R. 3910-Continued. 

7. WOOL, NOT ON THE SKIN, WASHED OR UNWASHED. 8, CAME.L'S HAIR, WASHED OR UNWASHED, NOT ON THE SKIN, VALUE 
EXCEEDING 12 ClilNTS PER POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity (:pounds) .....•.••.•• 
Value ............. ------------
Average unit ..•..••••..••••••• 
Duties .. _ ... -------·---------· 
Rate .........................• 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ....................... . 

Estimate for a 
Payne tariff, 12-month pe-

1912. riod under 
H. R. 3910. 

I 9,000,000 
S2' 3!0, 000. 00 

0.26 

Rate under 
Underwood 

bill. 

8, 787,594 
$2, 314, 039. 00 

S0.263 
$1, 054, 511. 00 

12c. per lb. 1:!: 21;:0i:. · · -----· · -· irree: 
(wool content). 

45.57 51. 92 -- --- ---- ---- •• -

1 �S�h�r�i�n�k�a�g�~� 25 per cent, Tarifi Board report, pp. 399, 400. 

7. WOOL, SCOURED. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ...••••.•••. 
Value .............••..••.•.... 
Average unit ...•.••.......••.. 
Duties ••.....•..••••.......... 
Rate ......................... . 
Equivalent ad valorem �~� 

cent) ...•••••.•••............ 

40 
$12.00 
$0.30 

$14.00 
86c. per lb. 

120.00 

1,000 s:m.oo 
$0.32 

$190.00 
19c. per lb. 

59.38 

····--··-··irree: 

7. CAMEL'S HAIR, WA.SHED OR UNWASHED. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds} .....•••.••. 
Value ..............•...•••..•. 
Average unit ................ - . 
Duties .•......•....•.•..•..... 
Rate ......................... . 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) .•....••................ 

55,911 
$14,391.00 

so. 257 
$6, 709.00 

12c. per lb. 

46.62 

I 60,000 
$15,000.00 

$0.25 
$6,480. 00 

18c. per lb. 
(wool content). 

43.20 

··-·---····:Free: 

1 Shrinkage estimated at !O per cent. 

7.. HAI.R OF THE fNGORA GOAT, E'£C., WASHED OR UNWASHED. 

Imports: • 
Quantity (pounds) ...••••.•.•. 
Value .................•...•.•. 
Average unit. ..•••....••..•.•. 
Duties ........•••.•••••...•.•. 
Rate ......................... . 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) .....•................•. 

12 029 925 
$632, 330. 00 

$0.312 
$243, 591. 00 
12c. per lb. 

38.52 

1,800,000 
$576, 000. 00 

$0.32 
1279, ()()(). 00 

18c. per lb. 
(wool content). 

48.43 

·-·········20: 00 

1 Shrinkage, 14 per cent; seep. 612, Tarlll' Board report. 

8. CLASS III, 1 WOOL ON THE SKIN, WASHED OR UNWASHED, VALUED AT 12 
CE TS OR LESS PER POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ........... . 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ................. . 
Dutms ....................... . 
Rate ........................•. 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 

cent) ......•................. 

i 1909 classification. 

3,206,003 
$333,847.00 

S0.104 
$96,180.00 
3c. per lb. 

28.81 

•5,000,000 ··-------------­
$550,000.00 ··-·········-·--

0.11 ······-····-···· 
$2,500.00 • o.osc. per tb. · • -- • • - • · · · irree: 

0.46 

2 Shrinkage 45 per cent, p. 413, Tariff Board raport. 
'When imported and manufactured into carpets. 

8. WOOL NOT ON THE SKIN, VALUED AT 12 CE:N"TS OR LESS PER POUND, 
WASHED OR UNWASHED. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ...•........ 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ........•......... 
Duties ....................... . 
Rate ..... ......... ........... . 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 

cent) ....................... . 

76,353,267 
SB, 401, 691. 00 

$0.11 
S3' 054, 131. 00 

tc. per lb. 

36.35 

100,000,000 ··········-····· 
$9,900,000.00 . ·····--·····. -· 

$0.11 ······-········· 16.3, 000. 00 
0.01c. per lb. · · · · • · · · · · "PY.ee: 

0.35 

1 When imported and made into carpets, etc. 

8. CAMEL'S HAIR, RUSSIAN, WASHED OR UNWASHED. 

Imports; 
Quantity (pounds) .......••••. 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ...............••. 
Duties ....................... . 
Rate ...................... ... . 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 

cent) ....•..•....••.......... 

143, 035 
$15,519. ()() 

$0.108 
$5, 723. ()() 

4c. per pound. 

36.88 

100, 000 .. -- ••••• - ·-·· - • 
Ill, 000. 00 ............... . 

$0. 11 ····-··········· 
$70. ()() 

.07c. per lb. · · · - · · · · · · · :Froe: 
.64 

Estimate for a 
Payne tariff, 12-month pe-

1912. riod under 
H. R.3910. 

Rate under 
Underwood 

bill . 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) .••. _ ..•..•. 
Value •...... __ .•. ___ •••••...• _ 
Average unit .•••••••..•...•.•. 
Duties ••••...•...•.•. -- •..••.. 
Rate •......................... 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 

cent) ............. .. __ ...... . 

30,084,658 
15, 508, 034. 00 

S0.183 
$2, 105, 926. 00 

7c. per pound. 

38.23 

�s�s�,�f�~�~�b�~� :::::::::::::::: 
$0.18 ···-············ 

�.�J�:�N�J�e�~�-�:�.� ..... -.. -.. Fi-OO: 

.39 

8. CAUEL'S HAIR, RUSSIA.."'<, WASHED OR UNWASHED, VALUE EXCEEDIN(J 
12 CENTS Plil.R POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) .••••••••••. 
Value .............•••.••..•... 
Average unit .•...•.• _ •.•...••. 
Duties ••••........•......•.••. 
Rate ......................... . 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 

cent) .••••••......•.......... 

13,693,542 
$594,273.00 

iG.161 
1258, 548. 00 

7c. per pound. 

43.51 

4, 000, ()()() . ·-·-···-·· •.•• -
$&)(),000.00 ···---··-······· 

IO.L5 •••••••••.....•• 
$280, 000. 00 •• - • 

7c. per potmd. - -• • · · · ifrOO: 
4.6.67 

1 See hearings, p. 4311-used for press cloth. 

10, 11, 1,, A.ND 15, TOP, SLUBBING, ROVING_, RING, GARNETTED, THREAD, YAll.N, 
AND ALL OTHER WOOL WASTES, N. S. P. F. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) .•.••••••••. 
Value ..... ·······-····-······· 

�~�~�:�r�-�~�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:� 
Rate ••.••..•••••••••••.••••.•. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) .••••..•.....•...•..... 

44,310 
Sl7,184.00 

0.388 
SB,862.00 

20c. per lb. 

51.57 

100,000 
U0,000.00 

0.4-0 
$14,000.00 

Sc., Sie., llc., 
Uc. or 18c. a lb. 

35.00 

···········irreii. 

12 AND 1S, NOILS, CA.RBONIZED AND NOT CARBONIZED. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ...•........ 
Value ...................•..... 

�~�~�~�r�:�r�.�-�~�.�i�~�:�:�:�:� ::: : :::: :::::: 
Rate ......................... . 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ......•••••••.......•. 

I 23'.?,064 
$124,520.00 

S0.537 
846,413.00 

20c. per lb. 

37.27 

300,000 
SlG5, 000. 00 

$0.55 
f.36,000.00 

Uc.or 14c.per 
lb. 

21.88 

Free. 

1 Includes wool extract. 

16. SHODDY AND MUNGO. 

Import.a: 
Quantity (pounds) ...•..• _ ... . 
Value ........................ . 
A vcrage unit' ....•.•........... 
Duties .••••...•••••••••.••.... 
Rate .•.......•••••...•••••..•. 

No imports. 
No import.s. 
No imports. 
No imparts. 

25c. on shoddy 
per lb. IOc. 
on mungo 
per lb. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
ent) ........••............. -··············· 

1, 000 ··••····•······• $70.00 ............... . 
0.07 ............... . 

8c. �:�:�i�~� · · · · · · · · · · · i'rec: 

l14.28 

17. WOOLEN IlA..GS AND FLOCKS. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ........... . 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ...... ........... . 
Duties ....................... . 
Rate ......................... . 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 

cent) •...•.•................ 

85,933 
$26,303.00 

S0.306 
$8,593.00 

lOc. per lb. 

32.67 

L00,000 ..••••.•••.••••• 
$130, 000. 00 ...............• 

tt0.26 ····•··········· 
�~�~�·�~�i�~� · · · ········Free: 

7.69 

lS. COMBED WOOL OR TOPS. 

Imports: 
Quantity {pounds)............ 283 
Value......................... $176.00 

�~�~�~�!�f�e�_� �~�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:� �s�~�7� �~�~� 
Rate········ · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · !f:fo E!: �c�~�~�t�.� 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 

cent)........................ 88.95 

2,000 
$1,000.00 

S0.50 
$500.00 

20c. per lb. and 
10 per cent. 

50.00 

15.00 
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tlle estimates for a 12-month per.fad under H. R . .,910-Continued. 
19. WOOL AND HATR, ADVANCED. 

I mports: 
Quantity (pounds)---····· ···· 
Value .................•.•...•. 

�~�~�~�r�:�f�e �_� �~�: �:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�: �:�: �:�:�:�:�:�:�:� 
Rate . .. ...•......•.....••..... 

Estimate for a 
Payne tarUI, 12-month pe-

1912. riod under 
H. R. 3910. 

594 
i536.00 
ro. 002 

$498.00 
33c. per lb. and 
50 per cent or 
44c. per lb. and 

55 per cent. 

3, 000 
$3, 750.00 

$1.25 
�~�7�5�.�0�0� 

20c. per lb. and 
lOpercent. 

Rate under 
Underwood 

bill. 

................... 
15.00 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ...................... . 92.91 26.00 ·•·••••••••••••• 

20. YARNS, VALUED NOT ABOVE 30 CENTS PER POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) .........•.. 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ....•............. 
Duties, ...... ..............•.. 
Rate .•....•••..••.•.•••...•... 

·Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ........•............... 

�3�2�~� 
�~�8�4�.�0�0� 
io.2-59 

Sl18.00 
�2�~�.� per lb. 

and 35 per 
cent. 

141. 07 

500 
H25.00 

W.25 
i66. 00 

2l!c. per lb. 
and 10 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

52.80 

20. �Y�A�R�~�S�,� VALUED OVER 30 �C�E�~�T�S� PER POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) .......•.... 
Value .................•.....•. 
.l\. verage unit ................. . 
Duties .....................••. 
Rate .......•.•..•.......•..•.. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) .....................•.. 

60, 706 

�~�5�!�J�,�~�~�9�~� 
S47,127.00 

3&!c. per lb. 
and 40 per 
cent. 

79.36 

200,000 
$184, ()()(). 00 

$0.92 
$89,000.00 

�2�1�~�.� per lb. 
and 25 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

48.37 

21. CLOTHS, V.ALtTED NOT OTER 40 CENTS PER POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ......•••... 
Value ............ . •...•.•.•... 
Average unit .• ..•.•..•••..•... 
Duties . .......•••.••••••.•.•.. 
Rate ...........••••••••••••••. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) .•.•.................... 

10,123 
$3,524.00 

0.348 
�~�5�,�1�0�3�.�0�0� 

33c. per lb. 
and 50 per 
cent. 

144. 79 

15.000 
5,100.00 

S0.34 
�~�3�,�2�8�0�.� 00 

25c. per lb. 
and 30 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

64.31 

20.00 

20.00 

35.00 

21. CLOTHS, VALUED OVER 40 CENTS, NOT MORE TIIAN 70 CENTS PER POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 282,240 
Value.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • $166, 659. 00 
Average uuit.................. o. 59 
Duties. . • . • . . • . . • • • • • • • • . . • . • $207i515. 00 
Rate .. . ....••••••••.•..••.•••• 44c. per b. and 

Equivalent ad valorcm {per 
cent) •...................... 

50 per cent 
(wool con· 
rent). 

124.51 

300,000 
$180, 000. 00 

$0.60 
115 000.00 

26c. per ib. and 
35 per cent 
(wool con· 
tent). 

63.89 

21. CLOTHS, VALUED ABOVE 70 CENTS PER POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity {pollDds)... . •. •...•• 3, 9'21,318 
Value... ...................... $4,513,584.00 
Average unit.................. Sl.15 
Duties. . . . • • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . • • 4, 207, 851. 00 
Rate ....•••....••••.....•....• 44c. per lb. and 

55 per cent. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ................••...•• 93.23 

4,000,000 
$4,800, 000. ()() 

51.20 
13, 440, 000. 00 

�~ �6�c�.� per lb. arid 
5.0 per cent 
(wool con­
tent). 

71. 67 

21. JU"'<IT FABRICS, VALUED NOT ABOVE 40 CENTS PER POUND. 

Imports: I Quantity {pounds)............ 12 
Value......................... $4..00 
Average unit.................. �~�o �.� 348 

�~�~�:�!�~�:�:� :::.::: :: ::: : : : :: : : ::: 33c. per �l�b �~�~�°�2� 
50per cent. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ...••••.•••...•...•••.• 144. 75 

1,000 
S350.00 

$0.35 
$230.00 

2-5c. per lb. and 
30 per oont 
(wool eon· 
tent). 

65. 71 

35.00 

35.00 

35.00 

Oomparison of the imports for the fi,scal year ending June 30, 1912, u;ith 
the estimates for a 12-month period under H . R. 3910-Continued. 

21. KNIT FABRICS, VALUED ABOVE 40 CENTS AND NOT ABOTIJ 70 CENTS PEll 
POUND. 

Estimate for a 
Payne tari.tJ. 12-month pe-

1912. riod under 
H. R, 3910. 

Rate under 
Underwood 

bill. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) .•••• •• ..•.. 
Value ........... .•..•••.••.••• 
Average unit ......••.••...•.•. 
Duties .........••.•••••.••••.. 
Rate .•.....•.••••..••..••..... 

Equivalent ad valorem {per 
cent) . ...................... . 

1,007 
:;658.00 
ro.652 

t""r72.00 
44c. per lb. and 

50 per cent. 

117.44 

2,500 
U,600.00 

,.,0.64 
11,-030. 00 

2Cc. per lb. and 
40 per cent 
(wool con­
tent). 

C4.37 35.00 

21. KNIT FABRICS, VALUED ABOVE 70 CENTS PER POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ........... . 
Value ........................ . 

�~�~�~ �-�e�- �~�i�~�:�:�:� ::: :: ::: : : : : :: : 
Rate .••.••..••••••••••••••• -.. 

Equivalent ad vakirem {per 
cent) .•.....•................ 

7, 7ro 
t8,428.00 

$1.08 
iS,059. 00 

44c. per lb. and 
55 per cent. 

95.62 

· 40,000 
$44,000.00 

1.10 
$32,400. 00 

2fc. per lb. and 
50 per cent 
(wool con­
ten.t). 

73.64 35.00 

21. PLOSHES AND OTHER PILE FABRICS. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) .......•.... 
Value .............•. .....•.•.. 
Average unit ................. . 
Duties .......••.•••..•..•.••.. 
Rate .•. . ...•••••••••••••••••.. 

Equivalent ad valorem {per 
cent) ....................... . 

7, 4.<10 
�~�8�,�9�9�0�.�0�0� 

1. 20 
$8,236.00 

44.c. per lb. and 
55 per cent. 

91. 61 

20,000 •• •••••••••••••• 
fl9, 000. 00 ......•..••....• 

ro.95 ...••.••..•..•.• 
Sl3, 750. 00 ............... . 

26c. per lb. and ••.•...••.•.•..• 
45 per cent 
(wool con­
tent). 

72.37 35.00 

21. WOlllEN'S A.i.'iiD �C�H�I�L�D�R�E�~�·�s� DRESS GOODS, ETC., "\"ALUE NOT O\ER 40 
�C�E�~�T�S� PER �P�O�~�D �.� 

Imports: 
Quantity {pounds) .........•.. 
Value ................•.•.•.... 
Average unit .......•.•••...•.. 
Duties ..•..•...........•...... 
Rate ......•••••••••••••••. w••· 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ...................... . 

275 
$89.00 
$0.324 
135.00 

33c. per lb. and 
50 percent. 

151. 97 

3,000 
�~�9�9�0�.�.�0�0� 

0.33 
5672.00 

25c. per lb. 
and 30 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

67. S"T 35.00 

2L WOlll'J:-i'S AND CHILDREN'S DRESS GOODS, ETC., \ALUED ABOVE 40 CENTS 
A.N"D 'OT ABOVE 70 CENT&. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ...................... . 104. 22 

2,000,000 
1, 160, 000. 00 

�~�0 �.�5 �8� 
$700, 000. 00 

�~�c �.� per lb. 
and 35 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

€8.62 35.00 

21. WOMEN'S AND CHILDREN'S DRESS GOOD&, ETC., VALUED ABOVE 70 �c�i�;�;�~�T�S� 
PER POUND. 

Imports: 

�x�=�:�i�:�~�~�~�~�; �>�:� ::: : : : : : : : �~�~�~� �~�~� �~�~�~� �~� �~�:� 
Duties .... �~ �-�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�. �.� 2, 796,011. 00 
Rate ......•.••••••••.••••..•......... �~� ....... . 

Equivalent ad vruorem {per 
cent) ...................... . 98.83 

7,000,000 
$6, 860, 000. 00 

0.9 
4, 907' 000. 00 

26c. per lb. 
and 45 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

71. 53 

21. FEL'l'S. NOT WOVEN. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) .• .......•.• 
Value ........................ . 
A vcrage unit •...•............. 
Duties ....................... . 
Rate .. ....................... . 

Equivalent ad valorem {per 
cent) .....••••............••. 

90,680 
$115, 482. 00 

1.27 
5109, 188. 00 

44-0. per lb. and 
60 per cent. 

!:4.5.5 

100,000 
:!125, 000. 00 

Sl.25 
$88,500.00 

26c. per lb. and 
Wpercent. 

70.80 

35.00 

35.00 
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Comparison of the imports for the fiscal year ending Jmie 30, 19l2, 10ith Compat·ison of the imports for the "fl,scaZ year ending June SO, 1912, with 
the estimates for a 12-month period tinder H. R. 8910-Continued. the estimates tor a 12-month perio<l unde1' II. R. 3910-Contlnuea. 

22. BLANKETS, VALUED NOT MORE TRAi"'I 40 CENTS PER POUND. 23. READY-MADE CLOTHING A....'\D ARTI CLES OF WEAUING Al'PAilEL, N. S. P. F. 

Imports: 
Quantity {pounds) ..•••••.•.•. 
Value ........................ . 
Average unit ........••.••.•... 
Duties .•.....•.....•..•....... 
Rate ....••..•...•........•.•.. 

Equivalent ad nlorem (per 
cent) ............. _ ......... . 

Payne tariff, 
1912. 

1,821 
$604.00 
$0. 3-'\2 

�~�5�8�2�.�0�0� 
22c. per lb. and 

30 per cent. 

S6.34 

Estimate for a 
12-month pe­

riod under 
H. R. 3910. 

2,000 
�~�6�8�0�.�0�0� 

�$�0�.�3�~� 

S371.00 
2J!C. per lb. and 

20 per cent 
(wool con­
tent). 

54.66 

Rate under 
Underwood 

bill. 

25.00 

22. BLANKETS, VALUED OVER 40 CENTS, BU'.r NOT ABOVE 50 CE. TS PER 
POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity {pounds) ....••.••... 
Value ... _ .. ____ ... : .......... . 
Average unit •............•... -
Duties .•........•..•.......... 
Rate ..•..••••.•.•••••.•.•..••. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent).---···-------------·--· 

1, 132 
$539.00 
SQ.476 

$562.00 
33c. per lb. and 

35 per cent. 

104. 28 

2,000 
$940.00 

..0.47 
U88.00 

�2�3�~�c�.� per lb. and 
25 per cent 
(wool con­
tents). 

62.45 

22. �B�!�,�A�~�K�E�T�S�,� VALUED OVER l)O CENTS PER �P�O�U�~�D �:� 

Imports: 
Quantity {pounds) ......•..... 
Value ................•........ 
Arnrage unit ................. . 
Duties ...................... - -
Rate ....................•..... 

Equivalent ad .valorem (per 
cent) ....... -- -.. -.. -- --- -.. -

39,.cll 
f .45, 678. 00 

Sl.10 
�~�3�1�,�2�8�0�.�0�0� 

33c. per lb. 
and 40 per 
cent. 

C8.48 

50,000 
$55,000.00 

U.10 
�~�2�8�,�2�5�0�.�0�0� 

�2�3�~�c�.� per lb. 
and 30 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

51. 36 

22. BWNKETS, OVF.R 3 YARDS LONG. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 6,013 
Value......................... 15,153.00 

�i�~�~�~�~�-�~�~�~�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:� �r�n�,�~�7�~�b� 
Rate ..........••••• ." .••••...... - . -. · -- -· · --- - -

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ....................... . 104.35 

20,000 
{20,000.00 

Sl.00 
$14,200.00 

26c. per lb. 
and 45 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

71.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

22. �:�V�L�A�.�.�~�N �E�L�S� FOR �U�N�D�E�l�~�W�R�A�R �,� VALUED NOT ABOVE .tO CENTS PER POUND. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ........... . 
Value. ___ ......... -- ......... . 
Average unit . .....• ........... 
Duties .. _ ............•........ 

419
Rate ..........•.•••..••.•..... 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ..... _ ....... -... --- . -. 

10 
u.oo 
f0.39 
$3.00 

22c. per lb. 
and 30 per 
cent. 

86.41 

· 2.1!C: · :pci= · iti: · : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
and 20 per 
cent. 

25.00 

22. FLANNELS FOit UNDERWEAR, VALUED ABOVE .tO CENTS �A�~�D� NOT ABOVE 
70 �C�E�~�T�S�.� 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ........ --. -
Value . .. ...... -·-. --- ........ -
Average unit ..... ; .... · ....... . 
Duties ...............•.•...... 
Rate ...........•.••..•••..•... 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ........... --· - ... --- -

709 
$437.00 
so. 616 

$471. ()() 
33c. i;er lb. 

and 35 per 
cent; 44c. 
per lb. and 
50pcrcent. 

107. 78 

4, 000 
$2,440.00 

S0.61 
Sl, 2-02.00 

23!c. per lb. 
and 30 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

49.26 35.00 

22. FLANNELS FOR UNDERWEAR, VALUED ABOVE 70 CENTS PER POUND. 

Imports: 

�~�~�~�e�~�~�-�-�-�·�_� ·_:::::::::::::::::: .... si28; 433: 00. 
�i�~�~�~�g�~�-�~�~�~�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:� -- ·- -ii9; 749: oo· 
Rate ......•..•••..•.•••....••• �~�1�;�-�d�.� �P�:�~�d� �s�~� 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ...•...•.............. 

per cent or 
44c. per lb. 
and 55 per 
cent. 

93.26 . 

150,000 
$150, 000. 00 

$1.00 
$80, 250.00 

23!c. per lb. 
and 30 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

[3.50 35.00 

HATS Oli' WOOL. 

Imports: 
Quantity {pounds) ........... . 
Value ...... .........•.....•... 
Average unit ................ �~ �.� 
Duties ...... ------_ ..... _____ _ 
Rate ................... - .. - . - . 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ........... -- ...... - - --

Paine tariff, 
1912. 

87,676 
$171, 924. 00 

$1.96 
$141, 732. 00 

44c. per lb. 
and 60 per 
cent. 

�~�2�.�4�4� 

Estimare for a 
12-month pe­

riod under 
H. R. 3910. 

S0.000 
U75,500.00 

�~�1�.�!�.�1�5� 
$128, iOO. CO 

2ec. per lb. 
and 60 per 
cent (wool 
content). 

73.33 

z:. KNITTED ABTICLES. 

Import.s: 
Quantity (pounds) ........ _ . •. 
Value_ ... _ .... ___ . __ ......... . 
Average unit ................. . 
Duties ............ __ ......... . 
Rate ..................•.•..... 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ....................... . 

293,478 
$391, 923. 00 

1.34 
S364, 285. 00 

44c. per lb. and 
60 per cent. 

92.95 

350,000 
$455, 000. 00 

$1.30 
5302, 250. 00 

26c. per lb. and 
55 per cent 
(wool con­
tent). 

66.43 

23. SHAWLS, KNITTED on �W�O�V�E�~�.� 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) .......... _. 
Value . . ....................•.. 
Average unit .......•........•. 
Daties .. _ ·- _ .•................. 
Rate ................•...•..... 

Equivalent ad -valorem (per 
cent) ....................... . 

16,939 
$18,035. 00 

$1.00 
$18,274. 00 

44c. per lb. and 
60 per cent. 

101. 33 

23. ALL OTHERS. 

Imports: 
Quantity �(�p�o�u�n�d�~�)� ........... . 
Value ............. ........•.•. 
Average unit ................. . 
Duties ....................... . 
Rate .........•..•............. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent) ... _·- .... -- .... __ ..... . 

576,MO 
$1, 608, 156. 00 

$2. 79 
Sl, 218, 351. 00 

44<:. per lb. and 
60 per cent. 

75. 76 

35,000 
S42,000. 00 

$1.20 
S32, 200. 00 

26c. per lb. a d 
55 per cent 
(wool con­
tent). 

76.67 

650,000 
$1, 787' 500. 00 

32. 75 
$1, 202,500. 00 

25c. per I b. and 
liO por cent 
(wool con­
teLt). 

67.27 

Rare under 
Underwood 

l>ill. 

25.0) 

3.3.00 

35.00 

35.00 

24. MAN UFACTURES OF WOOL, N. . P. F., W?llBJH 'GS, GORINOS, B,\JliDINGS, 
BINDINGS, ETC. 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds). ___ ...•..•. 31, 969 
Value ....... _._. ___ .........•. $72,439. 00 

�t�~�~�:�s�g�~�-�~�~�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:�:� �1�5�9�,�~�:�~� 
Rate ..... . . ................... 50c.perlb.and 

60 per cent. 

Equivalent ad valorem (per 
cent)··--····--........... . �~�2 �.�0�7� 

2.t. A.LL OTHERS. 

50.000 
$100, 000. 00 

$2.00 
�~�7�,�8�0�0 �. �0�0� 

2t:c. per lb. and 
50 per cent 
(wool con­
tent). 

57.80 

Imports: 
Quantity (pounds) ......•.... _ 259, 043 360, 000 
Value_ ..... _.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . '328, 599. 00 f468, 000. 00 
Average unit .. _............... SL 37 Sl.30 
Duties........................ $291,972.00 S280,8CO.OO 
Rate .. . .....•.......•......................... 2ec.perlb.and 

Equivalent ad valorem {per 
cent)-··--··-··-······--·--· £8. 74 

50 per cent 
(wool con­
�t�~�m�t�)�.� 

59.83 

25. CABPETS, HANDMADE, AUBUSSON, A.XMINSTE1l, �O�i�l�I�E�~�T�A�L�,� E'l'C. 

35.00 

35.00 

Imports: 

�~�~�~�~�i�~�:�.� �~�~�~�~�~�~�:�:�:�:�:�:� :::: :: ·1·12;554;500: oo· · ·!2; 7C0;ooo:oo· :: : :: : :: : : : : :::: 
�i�~�~�1�!�g�~�-�~�~�:�:�:�:� :: : ::: : :: : : : :: · ·si;492;soo:oo· · ·si;a.so; coo: oo· : : : : ::: : :: : ::::: 
Rare .......................... -·-····-·-··-···-·-···-···-··--······-······--·· 
Equivalent ad valorem (per d 

0 
ro 

cent) ..............•.. _..... 58. 19 fO. 00 35.00 an 5 . 

J . 
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Com11arison or the imports for the "fl,.s·ca.Z yea.,. ending June so., :t!m, with great ind:astcy of our State, you hav-e not ruined our people, 

the estimates for a 1£-manth �~�e�r�i�a�a� under H. R . .s910-continued. !because they are brave and catrrag-eous, and they will turn 
25. CARPETS AND CA.RPETRY., N. s. P. F., WR.OLLY OR IN PART ·OF WOOL. these fertile lands and these larg€ plantations into smaller 

Estimat.a for a 
Pa,yne 'tariff, · 12-mmith pe-

1912. riod under 
H. R.2910. 

"Rate under 
Underwood 

bill. 

farms. Instead of being in the future a State ·-0f sugar barons, 
I b-0pe we ·wm be a State of small farmers; and we will be :.ts 
we 'Ought to be, one of the brightest stars in the galaxy of. 

1 the 'States. ."[App.la-use.] 
. l\tr. �P�A�Y�~�'�E�.� I move to strike {}Ut the last word. We seem 

lmports: r · to have gotten back t-0 a political debate, and I want to ·say a 
Quantity (pounds) ............................................ �·�·�·�·�·�·�~�-�-�-�-�~�·�·� wo.rd or two in ·answer to some ·of the r€markable statements-

. Value ......................... 1 $1,433,391.00 Sl,600.,000.00 ····--········· · the marvelous statements-made by the chairman of the Ways 
Average unit.·················· · ··· - · ·- · · · · · · · : ·· · · · · · · · · · · ··· · -- · ·· · ··-· · · · · -and Means Committee [M:r. UNDERWOOD]. I -can not understand Duties........................ 5838,935.00 $'180,000 . .00 •••••••••••••••• 
Equivalent ad valoram {per .20.DOto 

30 00
. how tne gentleman rould malre such statements as that and be 

�c�e�n�t�) �·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�·�-�·�·�·�·�· �·�~�·�- �.� 58.53; 3o . .oo · • 'So ignorant about them. I -say that because I have n.lways re-
1.E ti ted. . -gardec1 h..im as honest. He says I have removed the favor of 

s �~�a� free wool from the manufacturers of crrpets-if it may be re-
The CHAIRl\li.N. �T�h�~� question is on the �a�m�e�~�d�m�e�n�t� �.�o�~�&�e�c�l �,� gar-ded ns a favor to them-by another provision in this sched­

by the gentleman from .New Y<>rk .[Mr. PAYNE] :as a substitute· ule, and that some carpet manufaeturer told him so. Well, if 
for the �w�o�o�~� schedule. . · 'Somebody -did tell him so the gentleman ought to have known 

The quest10n was ta.ken, ·and the Chairman announced that the, better. 'That same provision has been in the law heretofore. 
noes seemed to have it. . . . . There has been a differ-ent duty on carpet wools and wools of 

Mr. �~�·� �M�r�~� -<_Tu.ru.rm:m, I 'ask -f..or a div:ision. the fust class all thi-s ti.me, and yet no carpet manufacturer in 
The corrumtt-ee divided; and !there were:-ayes 15, .noes 188. the United States has failed to get his wool at the carpet wool 
Mr . .MANN. I ask for teller.s, .Mr .. Ohru.rman.. rate of duty. "The gentleman might have explained that to the 
Tellers were ordered, and the Chau.man ·appomted Mr. UNDER- . House, brrt he thought h:e was talking to a Democratic caucus 

woon and M.J:· MANN.. . • ' -and that there was nobody here to piek him up on the proposi-
The committee agam divided; and the tellers �.�r�e�p�o�r�t�e�~�.�a�y�e�s� 1 ti on. It is a good deal like his talking to that man in Con-

74, noes 193. . . . · necticut -on the Wilson and Dingley schedules on metals and 
So the �a�m�e�B�~�e�n�t� was �r�e�J�e�c�t�e�d�~�.� te-1Iing him that there was not anything in the Dingley schedule 
The CHAIRMAN. The rn:rk will rea-d. th.at wa-s not as nigh in ttie Wilson schroule, and then handing 
The Olerk '1.'ead as follows· . him .a -copy of the eomparlson of thoe two. I ha-re in my hand 

• :sc.mmULE L--fSILKs A.ND "SILK Gonns.. l the eomps.rison. It is .a !book issued by the Senate 8 years ago 
3Hl. Silk partially manufactured from �~�o�w�o�n�s� 'Or !from waste s:IIk ' or 12 :vears ago I do not know when It is absolutely the 

and not further advanced or manufactured than .carded ·or ·Combed -silk, • ' �~� · 
and silk noils exceeding 2 inches in length., "15 per cent .ad va.lorem. worst -0.ocument that was .ever issued by any body of men. I 

l\Ir. ELDER Mr. Chairman, being a new l\Iember., I have. llm ashamed to say that it was a Re1mblic:a?-Senate that issu-ed 
not bothered the committee .any heretofore. Hut there i.s one· thnt book . .. �~�h�e�r�e� are th1·ee. volumes, and if JOU �t�a�k�~� the first 
doctrine tha.t our Republican .friends have persistently and con· volume by �i�t�~�e�l�f� you can �~�o�t� -get any more information out of 
tinuously argued whiCh seems to me an appavent fallacy, and it on the �~�u�b�J�e�c�t� of the tariff �~�a�n� you eo1;11d out of some of the 
yet it has been the backbone of the Republican v-ote for many . gentleman s speeches ?n some other questi-ons. 
yea.rs-that .iB, that protection is a help to the WOI'kingman. . . He says '.Mr. PAGE is lfor free_ wool. Well, �~� knew that. So 

On the one hand, we admit that it has largely increased his is l\Ir'. Eme:ry for free wool. I have never said they were ·not, 
cost of living. But, my friends, I believe that a large reason, �~�T�I�!� the f.acts they ireport-ed showed what the duty should be 
fox the .high wages in America .is this, that we have .had gr.eat lf 11.t was to �~�e� �~� protective duty. and �t�h�o�~�e� gentlemen �a�p�-�~�r�<�n�·�e�d� 
unde-veloped resources in this country, and that immutable law- 'Of tthose duti.es if they were to be .protectn:e. And they d!-d ap· 
the law of supply.and demand-ha.s forced up the mies -0f wages. Pl'OV<0 of them. Ev.en Mr. PAGE thought 1f we were gomg to 

You can go into Canada, into Australia, or a.nto -any .other put ! protective duty on wool �t�h�~�y� had n?t got it quite high 
new country where they have these great undeveloped resour.ces 1 <enough .at .18 �c�e�n�t�~� a Pound, _that it .ought to be :21 cents; nnd 
and you will find high wages in .alilalogous cases. . �_ �-�a�f�t�~�r� he had. ·studied the subJect some more he �a�p�~�o�-�v�e�d� these 

But in order to s.ee tha.:t protection is not a benefit, ga in.to -duties. So it goes all along the line. But what 1s the use., 
the old countries of En.gland ·and France and Germany, and .g9;11tleme1?-? The �g�-�e�n�t�l�e�m�a�~� from Alabama �~ ¬�S� the !ast two 
what do you find? In the �~�r�o�t�-�e�c�t�e�d� countries, ·such as Germany, Ill?1utes m. debate. He will n?t ·allow .any inte:rrnpt10ns; he 
you find lower wages than you no in free-tra-de England. You will rrot allow a word to be said; he will not .allow his state­
can come into this country. and under the �s�e�h�~�d�n�l�e�s� where they . nrents. to .be �:�p�u�n�c�t�u�~�e�d� at the �t�i�m�~� they are made. He seems 
have the highest protection you find they are payin,'7 the low.est, to be mtent on nothmg -except to wm the applause of gentlemen 
rate of wages. '° · who do not know but what he is telling the exact truth about 

Take the woolen schedule that we hav.e just passed, a'S .an ex- , the matter .and is no.t .misrepresenting anything -0r drawing on 
.ample. In the New England States, in their sweatshops, you will �~�s� fancy. [Laughter on the Republican side.] If it pleases 
find perhaps the lowest rate of wages that is ,paid in .Amedca.. lnm and amuses you, I suppose the whole thing is accomplished. 

Being from Louisiana, .my :friends, ;perhaps it is not amiss �~�d� �Y�~� I w-<tnd.er �t�h�a�~� the �g�e�n�t�l�e�~� from Afabama does not 
f.or me to .say that I did not .agree with ·several of the items in �·�~�n�s�e� his debate on tl:rls great wbJect, on this great bill, to a 
this bill. higher plane and n-ot ret it result in what appears to me-1 

I do not believe .any man 'Could -O:raw a 'bill on a conJI)etiti.ve say it with all polireness to the gentleman-to be the purest 
basis that necessarily contains discrimination for and against demagogy that I ever heard him n.tter. .[Applause on the Re­
that would satisfy me, and I do not believe tha..t I 'Could draw publican side.] 
a bill that would satisfy .any .man on the tloo.r ()f this House. The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the pro forma 

I do not think it wou1d be wise for this counti:y to go im- amendment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 
mediately into :free trade, because our' economic system is SQ The Clerk l'ead a.s follows: · 
finely balanced that it would _perhaps ·cause a panic to change '324. R.ibbons. bandings lnclu.ding hatbands, beltings, bindings, all 
-our system, but .I hope to see the day come in the course of ot the .foregoing not �e�x�~�e�d�1�n�g� 12 inches in width and if with fast edges, 
the next 20 .or ·30 years when we will raise our �e�.�n�:�t�i�·�~�e� revenueci, bone cafil.ngs, braces, cords, cords and tassels, garters, suspenders, tub-

·L' ,., ings, and webs ·and webbing; .all the foregoing made of silk <>r of which 
on noncompetitive articles, on an income ta.x, n.n inheritance silk or silk and india rubber are the component materials of chief ivalue, 
tax, -and the excise "tax, when this system of Tobbery ·and �u�~� bur- If not embroidered in any manner, 40 per cent ad valorem. 
dens upon the sweating masses of the American people will �M�r�~� PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a wo.rd about this 
come to an €nd. '[Applause on rt.he iDem.ocratic side.] si1k schedule. 'The schedule in th-e present law is new and dlf-

I have no cause of quarrel with those other collea-gues--0.r a f.erent in principle from any one e-ver made before. Up to 1D09 
portion of them from my State-who will n.ot heed th.ls appeal. the silk schedule had been on an ad va1orem basis. The ques­
They are honest and sincere gentlemen, -perhaps sent here to tion of putting it on a specific basis was taken up by the com­
defend the ·large industries in their mstriets, lb-ut I believe that mittee. 'Several experts went over the schedule; the importers 
.as sure as fate within the next 15 or .20 yea-i::s no ta.riff wall were represented among the experts, and the manufacturers of 
could pr.esene and protect the .Louis"ian.a eane grower, but th'El ·silks were represented. They brought in a schedule which 
that the beet industry of this country would remove him. they said did not increase the rate of duty. After studying it 
And, .my �f�r�i�e�n�~� perlutJ)S it ·1s better 1lo let it eome now,, and for a while I told them that I thought it did inerease the duty 
let our people end lthe :pratect.ion th<eory and the lid-ea that · ftD.d I would not stand fo1· any such rates. They brought in an­
they can obtain their living from the swea.t rof some -other poor 'Other -one modifying tt and the H-0nse committee refused to take 
man'-s 1brow. W<e .hav.e �~� g1<0at State, ri-ch an resonr.ces. Our it up. llter i:he 'b.ill went to the Senate, I was in touch with 
soil is most fertile; and though you have struck down a the same gentlQmen, and tbey finally g-Ot up a schedule whieh I 
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believed would not advance ihe rates, and I prefe:tred a specific 
duty if we could get equitable rates. The silk schedule is as 
purely a .luxury as anything in the clothing line in the bill. 
Final1y they got a schedule and presented it to the Senate and 
the Senate agreed to it, and afterwards I went over it with some 
of the gentlemen, cut down the rates in some instances, and got 
a rate that I thought would not be larger than the ad valorem 
rate in the old law. and it was finally put in the bil1. It turned 
out that it was substantially on the same level as the rates of 
the former law. I am sorry that these gentlemen have changed 
it. If they wanted to favor the wholesale purchaser and had 
lowered the duty below 50 per cent, which is the ad valorem 
equivalent; if they had taken the rates of 1909 and cut them 5, 
10, or 15 per cent to bring them into conformity with their ideas 
and leave them as specific rates, it would have been better. I 
think it would have been a great improvement in the bill. I 
would not offer an amendment, for I might as well throw it to 
the east winds. There is no use in trying to amend the bill. 
You have heard a one-sided statement in your caucus, with no 
one to dispute it or to give you information on a great many 
items. Your minds are made up and the President has approved 
the bill, and so on to the end of the chapter. 

I simply wanted to call the attention to the schedule which 
these gentlemen so ruthlessly break up and destroy, represent­
ing a great deal of labor, probably ten times that which was 
put upon it in their committee. l\Ir. Chairman, I withdraw the 
pro forma amendment. 

Mr . .AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I want to say a word as to my vote against the sub­
stitute of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] on the 
woolen or Schedule K. I believe I was the only Republican to 
stand up and pass between the tellers and vote against the prop­
osition. I have no apologies to make for it. I am a Repub­
lican and I believe in a protective system, and I will not stultify 
myself by voting for an amendment offered from this side of 
the House which will increase foreign importations of woolen 
goods from what it is now-$15,000,000-to over $9,000,000 per 
annum, or a total of $24,000,000. 

Then, I do not believe in a policy of voting on this or any 
other schedule until the manufacturers and their employees have 
been given a full, fair, and impartial hearing. We have ar­
raigned and condemned Mr. U mERwoon and his committee for 
falling and refusinf; to give hearings, ·and that is what Mr. 
PAYNE has neglected to do with his substitute. I am opposed 
tv both the Payne and the Underwood Schedules K as a substi­
tute for existing law. 

In the course of this discussion on the tariff I have from the 
very start criticized the so-called Underwood· bill because it pro­
posed to increase the importations of foreign-made goods at the 
expense of the American manufacturer and the American wage 
earner. I must be consistent. I can not stand here day in and 
day out and take that stand and then turn around and vote for 
a proposHion to increase foreign importations more than 
$0,000,000 under one schedule of this bill 

On yesterday I inveighed against the action of the Demo­
cratic �P �~ �r�t�y� on Schedule I, which proposes to increase foreign 
importations of cotton goods $12,000,000, and having condemned 
tht majority for doing that, I could not be consistent, fair, and 
just to myself to-day to do practically the same thing on Sched­
ule K by indorsing and approving such an un-American and 
m:-.ti-Republican policy. .A man that has not the courage of his 
convictions does not deserve a position on the floor of this House. 
[.Applause.] I must retain my self-respect; I must be consist­
ent in all these matters far above party friends or party con­
ferences. 

I notified Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts, chairman of the Re­
publican caucus or conference, that I would not support the 
Payne substitute, in view of the discovery that if adopted 
it would transfer , 9,000,000 of our business to our foreign com­
petitors, injure our woolen mills, and turn many of their men 
out of employment. 

I believe in the principle that we should retain the American 
market foJ· the American mills and the American wage earners, 
and by my vote and voice I shall stand here as long as I am in 
Congress and oppose any bill, amendment, or proposition which 
will take away from the woolen or cotton manufacturers and 
wnge earners of this co1mtry their business and employment and 
transfer it to foreign shores. 

1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I honor the gentleman for his convic­

tions, but in order that some of the rest of us may be put in a 
proper light I wish to inquire of my colleague where he got the 
information with reference to the amount of importations? 

Mr. A JJSTIN. I take pleasure in g1vmg my colleague from 
Iowa that information. When we had the Republican confer­
ence, which was open and aboveboard, I asked the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE] if he could te]J us what the in­
creased importations under that proposed schedule of his would 
amount to, and he said he could not give me the information. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, the gentleman asked me in regard to the 
Underwood schedule, not in regard to this. · 

Mr . .AUSTIN. I asked the gentleman about his own proposed 
substitute. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ob, no. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I did; and I can prove it by our collea,,.ues 

Messrs. FoRDNEY, 1\fooRE, GREENE of Massachusetts, and others 
who were present. The gentleman may not have understood it, 
because he is a little hard of hearing, but that was my question. 

Mr. PAYNE. I answered in regard to the Underwood 
schedule. -

Mr. AUSTIN. Then the gentleman misunderstood me. Then, 
on the following day, not having received that information from 
Mr. PAYNE, I requested the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
FoRDNEY] to send a copy of the Payne substitute to the Treasury 
experts in order to secure a report, and 1\Ir. FoRDNEY in a few 
days showed me the report, and he again showed it to me on 
the floor of the House to-day, in which it was stated that the 
increased importations under that proposed Payne schedule 
would amount to 9,000,000 ov·er and above the present importa­
tions of $15,000,000. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Right there I want to say that I 
question the accuracy of that statement, and I am inclined to 
think that it is the same expert that reported-and they hnYe 
it in the Democratic handbook here-that under the Under­
wood bil1, with free wool, there will be practically no more 
importations of wool than there were before. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The same expert--
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; the same expert that makes 

those figures. 
'.l\Ir. AUSTIN. We need not guess about this matter. It is 

the same Republican official or expert in the Treasury Depart­
ment who made the estimates on the original Payne bill and 
on other tariff bills. 

Mr. PAYNE. He never made any estimate for me. Ile may 
have made it for the committee. 

Mr . .AUSTIN. I would like to have the gentleman tell me 
llow much the importations would be under this proposed 
substitute. 

Mr. P .AYNEl. I could not tell the exact amount. 1 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman can gi1e it to us as best he 
can. 

Mr. PAYNE. No man living can tell. It will be guesswork; 
but I say that this proposed substitute would furnish nmple 
protection for the .American manufacturer. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the wool schedule has been passed. 

The CH.AIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
325. Chiffons, clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel 

of every description, including knit goods, made up or manufactured in 
whole or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer ; all t he 
foregoing composed of silk or of which silk or silk and india rubber are 
the component materials of chief value, not specially provided for in 
this section, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 78, line 23, strike out the word "chiffons." 
Mr. P .ALMER. I would like to put in a word of explanation 

in regard to that. Paragraph 325 is the wearing apparel para­
graph, while paragraph 326 is the woven fabric paragraph. While 
it is a little difficult for us men to settle the question, I under­
stand that the expert testimony is that chiffons are woven 
fabrics rather than wearing apparel, and they are changed to 
that paragraph. 

The CHA.IRMAN. The question is on the amendment offereu 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
326. Woven fabrics, in the piece or otherwise, of which silk ls the 

component material of chief value, and au manufactures of silk, or of 
which silk or silk and india rubber are the component materials ot 
chief value, not specially provided for in this section, 45 per cent ad­
valorem. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I ofl'er the following amend­
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 79, line 9, after the word " section," strike out " 45 " and 

insert " 35." 
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Mr. l\fOORE. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the gen­

tleman from Alabama to the fact that a reduction is proposed 
by this amendment. I proposed to reduce the ad valorem rate 
from 45 per cent to 35 per cent on woven fabrics. I do not do 
that because I want to deprive the silk industry of any protec­
tion it may have, but in order to assist the committee to be 
con j tent in its arrangement of the duties. The peculiar situa­
tion that confronts us here is this: That silk used in the m:mu­
·facture of umbrellas is rated at 45 per cent ad valorem, while 
umbrellas are dutiable_ under this bill at 35 per r.ent ad valorem. 
The foreign umbrella may therefore be brought into the United 
States for 10 per cent less than the raw material from which it 
is made. It is manifestly impossible for any man to manu­
facture umbrellas in this country if these rates as written in 
·the bill prevail. One of the largest m!l.Ilufacturers of umbrellas 
·and parasols, who does ·not live in my district, writes: 
· We are the largest manufacturers of umbrellas and parasols in the 
country, but did not think it· necessary to ask for a hearing or file a 
brief while the bill was being considered because never heretofore has 
the duty on parasols and umbrellas been less than the duty on the com­
_ponent parts, and we did not for an instant imagine that in the new 
'bill the1·e would be a departure from this practice. We believe that 
there was no desire upon the part of the framers of the tariff act to 
ruin any legitimate industry, and that it is only necessary to call your 
attention_ to this matter to have your committee see the mistake and 
correct same. 

There is absolutely free and keen competition in the umbrella and 
parasol industry, and while it can doubtless meet foreign competitors 
if the duty on the finished product is no more than that of the parts, 
:yet we can not survive with a duty of 35 per cent on ribs, rods. and 
other metal parts, a duty of 45 per cent on silk cloth, and only 30 per 
cent on the finished product. 

It seems to me that the committee in all fairness, if it does 
not mean to destroy this industry, as it will by this enactment, 
ought to· accept this amendment for a lower rate, especially as 
it comes from one who believes in protection. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
327. Yarns, threads, filaments of artificial or imitation silk, or of 

artificial or imitation horsehair, by whatever name known, and by 
whatever process made, 35 per cent ad valorem; beltings, cords, tassels, 
ribbons, or other articles or fabrics composed wholly or in chief value 
of yarns, threads, filaments, or fibers of artificial or imitation silk or 
of artificial or imitation horsehair, by whatever name known, and by 
whatever process made, 60 per cent ad valorem. 

· Mr. PALMER. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following com­
mittee amendment. 

The �C�H�A�I�R�~�B� .. N. The Clerk will report it. 
· The Clerk read as follows : 

Page 79, line 16, after the word ." horsehair," insert the words " or 
'()f yarns, threads, filaments, or fibers of artificial or imitation silk, or 
.of artificial or imitation horsehair and india rubber." 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
· Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, unfortunately we have not any scientific 

. information from a tariff board or any other source as to the 
difference in the cost of production at home and abroad of 
the articles covered by this paragraph. My information is that 
if we had such a report it would show that this paragraph, so 
far as many articles are concerned, is highly protective. I was 
very much surprised some moments ago by some statements made 
by the genial .and generally fair gentleman from Alabama [l\Ir. 
UNDERWOOD], touching a tariff board report. If I understood 
the gentleman correctly, he said that some one on this side 
had said that our wool schedule was prepared by the Tariff 
Board. If anyone said anything of that sort I have not heard 
it. There is no one on this side who ever expected a tariff 
board to fix rates, nor do we ever expect to ask the opinion 
of a tariff board or commi.ssion as to what the rates should be, 
based on the facts they find. 

l\Ir. BRYAN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. I can not. 
l\Ir. BRYAN. Do not speak for everybody on this side, then. 
Mr. �l�\�:�f�O�~�"�D�E�L�L�.� We11, I am speaking of Republicans: 
Mr. BRYAN. I am sitting right in front of you. 
Mr. MONDELL. I am speaking of protectionists, at least 

I am speaking for those who believe in the principle of pro­
tection, protection to the labor and industry of every man under 
the flag whether he lives on the Pacific coast or on the rock­
bound coast of Maine, by the waters of the Gulf, or up yonder 
on the border of Canada. The gentleman said that we claimed 
that our· woolen schedule was approved by· the Tariff Board, 
ilnd then proceeded to attempt to prom that-that the mem­
'bers of the Tariff Board or some member of it was opposed to a 
duty on raw wo.ol. 
. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman would not yield to me. 
i\ir. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from New York stated­

! merely quoted from the gentleman from New �Y�o�r�k�~� 

L-61 

Mr. MOl\"DELL. The gentleman will find nothing in any 
statement made by any gentleman on this side that we have 
asked the Tariff Board to make rates for us. 

Mr. Ul\"DERWOOD. I asked him. 
l\fr. MONDELL. Neither to-day nor any other time has the 

Republican Party or any member of it expected a tariff board 
to fix rates or frame schedules. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. That is not what I said. 
l\fr. MONDELL. So far as I am personally concerned, I 

should be perfectly content to have my friend from Alabama a 
member of a ta1iff board or commission. He would. endeavor 
honestly to ascertain the facts; it would be a matter of abso­
lute indifference to me what his view was as to what rate 
should be fixed on the facts thus ascertained. 

This has been so often stated on this side and made so plain 
that I am surprised that my friend from Alabama [Ur. UNDER­
WOOD] does not understand it. I think he must understand it. 
'llhe duty of a tariff board is to ascertain the facts, and if the 
men on a tariff board or commission are honest men, it mat­
ters little what their political views or opinions may be. as to 
the policy to be followed in fixing tariff rates. If they will 
honestly present to us the facts, we on this side will endeavor 
to fix rates based on those facts in accordance with our under­
standing of · them, measuring the difference in the cost of pro­
duction at home and abroad. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 

to the gentleman from North Carolina [l\Ir. KITCHIN]? 
l\fr. MONDELL. In a moment. 
It proves nothing to say that some member of the Tariff 

Board, or all the members of the Tariff Board, may have held 
to the opinion that wool should or should not haT"e been made 
dutiable. 

l\fr. KITCHIN. Did not the members of the Tariff Board 
and the Tariff Board experts help to write and to fix the rates 
in the cotton bill which you voted for last session and in this 
wool bill? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not understand that any expert of 
any tariff board has ever been called upon; neither will they 
ever be called upon by a Republican believing in protection to 
do anything but give information' relative to the facts their 
investigations develop, and on the facts thus developed they may 
be of assistance in figuring what rate will cover the difference 
in cost at home and abroad. As to their opinions as to what the 
rate should be, whether protective ·or otherwise, it matters not 
to us. 

It is the function of a tariff board or commission to ascer­
tain the facts. As to whether the rate should cover the differ­
ence in cost thus ascertained is a matter of opinion depending 
on whether one 1Jelieves in the principle of protection or not. 
I and my friend from Alabama could agree on facts; we could 
not agree as to the rate those facts warrant. 

l\fr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like two minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 

KITCHIN] is recognized. 
Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 1\foN­

DELL] and, I belieT"e, the gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. MANN] 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] disavowed that 
the Tariff Board or the Tariff Board experts helped to write 
the Hill cotton bill, for which the Republicans voted last Con­
gress, or helped to write this wool substitute bill, which the dis­
tinguished gentleman from New York introduced and for which 
Republicans voted this afternoon. I want to say to the gentle­
man from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] that the gentleman from 
Alabama was nearer right than he thought-and he did not 
have to take the word of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE]-that the Tariff Board, or the members of the Tariff 
Board, and their experts assisted in preparing this substitute 
and fixing these rates. The Republican campaign textbook 
last campaign expressly declared that this wool substitute bill 
and the Hill cotton bill, for which you voted last session, were 
prepared by the Republicans in conjunction with the members of 
the Tariff Board and the Tariff Board experts, and those rates 
were fixed by them. So the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] is entirely right. 

l\fr. l\IOl\1DELL. The statement made, if that was the state­
ment made in the campaign textbook or elsewhere, is absolutely 
correct. The rates were fixed by the Republican members of the 
committee, assisted in the matter of ascertaining facts by the 
experts of the Tariff Board. . 

l\fr. KITCHIN . No; that these substitute bills were written 
by the House Republicans and the Tariff Board members ; and 
it is a fact that on the cotton bill the gentleman from Connectf­
cut [Mr. Hill] was working in its preparation for six weeks 
1n conjunction with Mr. Page and the experts who aided the 
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Tariff Board in preparing their report on the cotton schedule. 
And you gentlemen ought to know that. You gentlemen know 
that there is not a Republican committee or a Republican Con­
gress that has written a Republican tariff bill since the Civil 
War. The manufacturers and tariff beneficiaries have written 
the bills for you. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
· Mr, LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 
Mr. LENROOT. Does the gentleman know of any manu­

facturers that were in favor of either the Hill cotton bill or the 
woolen bill? He says they have written all the bills. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I say this, I never heard of a manufacturer 
opposing this wool bill that you voted on here to-day. .And I 
want to tell my friend from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN], if I have 
the time, that in the debate on this wool bill last year-and you 
all remember it-1\Ir. Hill, in answer to a question from me, ad­
mitted that the wool bill for which you voted then, and for 
which you voted this afternoon, would not admit a penny's 
worth more of importations into this country and would not 
reduce the price of woolen goods one penny to the consumer. 
It was not written for that purpose. 

I then replied to him that the Republican bill was a sham 
revision, a bill to fool the people and at the same time to 
satisfy the woolen manufacturers in this country. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] And I do say it does satisfy the 
woolen manufacturers of this country, and there is not a woolen 
manufacturer in the United States who opposes the bill for 
which you voted this afternoon. Not a dollar more of importa­
tions will be admitted under the Payne bill of this afternoon 
than under the present Payne Act, and if I had the time I 
think I could show it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
right there? 

The CHAIR IAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KITCHIN. I do. 
Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman from North Carolina is a 

member of the Ways and Means Committee, and he knows that 
no woolen manufacturers appeared before his committee and 
indorsed either of these bills. They say it is too low. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I never heard of one saying it was too low 
and not satisfactory to him last Congress. On the contrary, 
the members of the American Woolen Manufacturers' Associa­
tion indorsed the bill then. Their representatives, as well as 
representatives of other manufacturers, had examined care­
fully into the report made by the Tariff Board, and while the 
board was preparing its report wrote a letter commending 
the work of the board. They indorsed it, and Mr. Taft, your 
President, sent a communication to Congress, including this 
very letter in which they indorsed the work of the Tariff 
Board and its work upon the woolen schedule. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
l!!St word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unani­
mot:s consent that all debate on this paragraph close in :five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER­
WOOD] asks unanimous consent that all cebate on this paragraph 
close in five minutes. Is there objection 1 [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FORDNEY rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentlem:m from Michigan. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN] 

can take time on the next paragraph. 
l\fr. FORDNEY. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa 

[l\ir. GREEN] if ::.ie desires. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Never mind. I will take the oppor­

tunity to speak on the next paragraph. 
Mr. FOil.DNEY. Mr. Chairman, I did not believe that the 

gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] would attempt 
to do any man an injustice. In fact, I do not believe that 
any Member of this House will misrepresent another man on 
the floor of this House. Gentlemen may sometimes, for the 
purpose of gaining political advantage in argument, make a 
wild-eyed, fire-eating statement [laughter], such as that which 
the gentleman from North Carolina has just made, thought­
lessly. He states that the Republican Party never wrote a 
tariff bill. Ile "says the manufacturers of this country have 
always written Republican tariff bills. 

Mr. Chairman, I have had the honor to take part in the 
writing of a tariff bil1, and I want to say to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [l\lr. KITCHIN], who never made a more 
untruthful statement in his life, that he is entirely mistaken 

when he states that the manufacturers, or any other interest 
in this country, great or small, wrote the tariff rates in the 
Payne tariff law. The Republican members of the Ways and 
Means Committee heard everybody that came; heard what 
they had to say, for and against a revision of the tariff, up­
ward or downward, at that time, and from the information 
presented them, in their best judgment, they fixed the rates as 
best they could agree among themselves, as you gentlemen 
have fixed the rates as best you could agree among your ... 
selves. 

I venture to say that there was not a man on the Democratic 
side of the Ways and Means Committee in writing this bill , 
who voted for every rate that is in your bill. No one man 
on that committee is satisfied with everything written in this 
bill. You have agreed upon a compromise. You have gotten 
the best rates you could get among yourselves. You went into 
caucus and you agreed to stand by the will of the majority. 
There is no other way to pass your bill. There is no other 
way for the Republicans to pass a bill. There is no way for 
any party but to stand by its majority and vote for whatever 
that majority of the party believe to be the best thing to be 
done. 

I admonish the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] 
you should withdraw: your remarks from the RECORD; and no 
other Member of this House of Representatives should cast 
such insinuations and aspersions upon other men as to say that 
they are so dishonest as to write a tariff law solely in the 
interest of the manufacturers. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHA.IRl\.IAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 

to the gentleman from North Carolina? 
Mr. FORD NEY. Yes; I shall be glad to .yield if I can get 

time to answer the gentleman. 
Mr. KITOHIN. I believe the gentleman will admit that the 

most important schedule is Schedule K. Did not the gentleman 
hear �~�1�r�.� Wood, president of the American Manufacturers' 
Association, admit that the woolen manufacturers and the wool­
growers wrote Schedule K? 

Mr. FORD NEY. No; and neither did you hear him admit 
that 

Mr. KITCHIN. He did admit it. 
1\Ir. FORDNEY. He did not; and neither has any other man 

admitted that any special interest in this country wrote Sched­
ule K in the Payne tariff law; and when any man makes a 
statement to that effect he is sadly mistaken-purposely or 
otherwise. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Wood is my constituent and my per­
sonal friend, and he protested to me against that schedule. 
He never helped to write it. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The fact that he is the gentleman's con .. 
stituent does not make him any more truthful or any more 
competent to write a tariff law. 

Mr. BUTLER. I know the gentleman and I know he is 
capable of telling the truth, and that he does tell the truth. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I think I am capable of telling the truth, 
too. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order and gen­
tleman will observe the rule. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I hope this colloquy will not be t.a.ken out 
of my time. 

Mr. GARDNER. Did not the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 1 
wooo], on the opening day of this debate, say that Schedule K: 
was not changed in the Payne law from what it was in 1897,' 
in �t�h�e�~�~�~�?� ·; 

Mr. FORDNEY. I think he did, but the gentleman was 
mistaken when he made that statement. I will say that in 
Schedule K there were, as I now remember it, three slight\ 
changes, slight reductions, but no increases at all in Sched1 

1 
ule K. I 

Mr. PAL.MER. Will the gentleman yield? . I 
Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; I will be glad to. 
Mr. P.A.Ll\fER. Does the gentleman remember that before the 

Committee on Ways and Means, in January last, Mr. Chaney, 
the witness who appeared on behalf of the silk manufacturers, 
declared that the former president . of the Silk Manufacturers" 
Association wrote the silk schedule for the same committee? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I know that the gentleman made a state· 
ment that he was asked by the members of the Ways and Means 
Committee or somebody to prepare rates and present them to 
the committee, but it has not been shown--

Mr. PALMER. That is what the gentleman from North Caro­
lina [Mr. KITCHIN] said. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, no; be fair with me. 
Mr. KITCHIN. I have several others here. 
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Mr. FORDNEY. It was not shown that the rates suggested 

by that gentleman were written into the law. You members of 
the Ways and Means Committee last January asked gentlemen 
to prepare schedules to present to you, and, among others, you 
asked Mr. Parker, of South Carolina, to present to you rates on 
the cotton schedule. 1\Ir. Par.ker presented rates for you to 
consider. I would not misrepresent you by saying that you 
accepted just what Mr. Parker prepared, and you have no right 
so to misrepresent me, to say that I would accept anybody's 
opinion unless, in my judgment, it was for the best. 

I thank you, gentlemen, for your attention. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
If there be no_ objection, the pro forma amendment will be 
withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
SCHEDULE M-PAPERS AND BOOKS. 

328. Sheathing paper and roofing felt, 5 per cent ad valorem. 
l\fr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 

the last word. 
I do not believe that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 

KITCHIN] intended to misstate any facts with reference to the 
Tariff Board, but in some respects he has altogether misrepre­
sented their action. The Tariff Board never had any manufac­
turers appear before them. The Tariff Board never had any 
hearings where any manufacturers or other parties could ap­
pear before them. They sent out their experts to examine their 
books and factories and took their word for nothing. I think 
the gentleman is aware of that, but in the heat of debate he 
said something he did not mean. 

l\f r. KITCHIN. I did not say they had any manufacturers 
before. them at the hearing, but I said that a group of manufac­
turers, including the Woolen Association, appointed a commit­
tee of manufacturers to go down and see how they were 
progressing with their work and the method of their work on 
Schedule K, and that those manufacturers did report-and Mr. 
Taft sent it to Congress-that they were just doing it all 0. K., 
to the queen's taste of the manufacturers. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I am glad the gentleman has relieved 
himself of those facetious expressions, which he knows does not 
express any fact. The real fact about it is that what the Tariff 
Board did down there at the Treasury Department was open to 
anybody and aboveboard, and anyone could go there and exam­
ine it and see just exactly what they were doing. 

l\fr. HARDWICK. That statement is not correct. I know 
I wished very much to find out some things they were doing, 
and although I had a very good personal friend down there, it 
was not considered that it was proper to let me know about it, 
and I thought that was proper. 

l\Ir. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will. 
Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Georgia mean to say 

that the Tariff Board did not openly show the methods they 
were pursuing? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Oh, yes; after they were through. 
Mr. MANN. While they were at work. 
Mr. HARDWICK. I will tell the gentleman what happened. 

I made some effort to find out what they were doing or intend­
ing to do on the sugar question and the method that they were 
adopting and the conclusions they arrived at, and officials of 
the board did not think it was proper, as they understood the 
situation, to give me such information, and I did not, of course, 
question the propriety of that course. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The information on both the wool and 
the cotton schedule was open to the public. 

l\1r. HARDWICK. Yes; so far as a schedule of questions they 
were sending out, as I understand it. 

Mr. MANN. They did not give secret information that they 
had obtained from certain manufactories, and never have. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I understood the gentleman from Iowa 
to say that any Member of Congress could go there and find 
out what they were doing, and I think the gentleman was clearly 
in error. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman was nof in error. 
Mr. HARDWICK. They would not tell you how far along 

they had got with the investigation, nor to what extent they 
bad arrived at conclusions. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Very true. I am talking about facts. 
Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. GARDNER. I would ask the gentleman from Georgia 

1f he would consider it proper for an individual member of that 
board, even if a Member of Congress of the gentleman's party 
t!ame to him, to give to him information without consulting 
the board? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly not; but the gentleman from 
Iowa said that any Member of Congress could go there and get 
just such information from the board, as I understood him. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I say that any Member of this House 
could have gone to the office .of the Tariff Board and found out 
what they were doing there as far as the facts were concerned. 
If they did not apply for facts but conclusions, they would not 
give them out until they were completed and ready to be given 
to the President Of course, if they wanted to find out where 
the reports came from, they could not get that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the Payne schedule being satis­
factory to the manufacturers of wool, I know that there are 
manufacturers engaged in the business that have objected to 
it. I know as a member of the Ways and Means Committee in 
the examination of that schedule that these manufacturers 
had nothing whatever at any time to do with reference to the 
preparation of the schedule. It is true that it was prepared 
before I was a member of that committee, but I knew that it 
was being prepared at the time, and I know that the manufac­
turers had nothing to do with it. I can not understand why 
the gentleman from North Carolina should make the statement 
he did. 

Mr. GARDNER. If the gentleman will permit me, I want 
to call attention to the fact that I had a strong protest from 
Mr. Frank P. Hobbs, treasurer of the Arlington Mills. I think 
he is at the head of some woolen manufacturers' associatiou, 
and he is a son-in-law of Mr. Whitman. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; and there were protests from 
others engaged in this business, partly because they did not 
understand the schedule and partly because they were in the 
habit of protesting against everything. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that some 
of the statements made by the gentleman from Iowa ought to 
go unchallenged. I know some members and high .officers of 
the Tariff Board thought, and I believe they were right about it, 
that acting under the law which made them appointees of the 
President of the United States that they could not allow Mem­
bers of Congress to know anything about what they were doing 
or what the reports were until they were reported to the Presi­
dent of the United States. In this I thoroughly agreed, and I am 
sure that as to some of the members of the board, if not all, the 
rule was uniform. 

1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. That is.what I stated-until after the 
reports were completed. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Then they were published to all the 
world. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I think I can make this thing 
plain. On January 10, 1912, while we were working on the 
tariff bill, Schedule K, Mr. UNDERWOOD, chairman of the �W�a�y�~� 

and Means Committee, addressed a letter to Mr. Emery, chair­
man of the Tariff Board, in which he asked him for certain 
information the board had concerning the wool and woolen 
schedule. The board refused to give Mr. UNDERWOOD and the 
committee the information desired. 

I will put into the RECORD the correspondence between Mr. 
UNDERWOOD and Mr. Emery relative to this matter: 

Hon. HENRY C. �E�~�I�E�R�Y�,� 
WASHINGTON, D. c., Janttarv 10, 191Z. 

Chairman Tariff Board, Washington, D. a. 
Sm: In the course of my examination of your report on wool and 

manufactures of wool, I require further information for a complete un­
derstanding of it. It may be that this information is contained in 
portions of the report which have escaped my attention, but I have been 
unable to find it. If the data desired are contained in the report, I 
shall be under obligations to you to point it out to me, and in the 
event that they are not given, I would thank you to kindly supply me 
with the same. I do not, of course, desire to request any data that 
may be considered as confidential in the way of making public names or 
addresses of persons who have supplied you with details. If any of the 
material sought by me comes within this scope, I take it that it will be 
possible for you to designate by numbers such returns, retaining your 
own memoranda which show the names of the concerns to which given 
numbers refer. I desire the detailed data sought only for the purpose 
of informing myself and this committee with regard to the general 
meaning of certain features of the report and not for the purpose of 
examining the sources which you have used. 

'The points which I have in mind and about which I would thank 
you to furnish me additional information are: 

Raw wool-
(1) Will you kindly loan this committee the original tables or work­

ing sheets �s�h�~�w�i�n�g� the full and detailed returns from the reports of 
field agents with regard to raw wool, you reserving, if desired, names 
and addresses of the persons whose returns to you are involved? 

(2) If no such sheets were compiled for the investigation in Aus.­
tralia, New Zealand, an South Amedca, please inform me more fully 
as to the conditions ur:der which the inquiry was carried on there and 
the number of growe1·s visited. 

(3) . Were general tables compiled showing the data obtained from 
each and every mill with regard to woolen manufactures? If so have 
these been printed; and if not, could you lend these to this committee? 

(4) Ha.ve you a �r�e�c�o�~�·�d� of the number of concerns from which costs LJie:: �~�~�J�g�i�~�d�~�d� and each sample of cloth, and can you lend the committee 

I would like the record in this connection both fol' �f�o�r�e�i�~�n� and 
domestic mills, with an indication in connection with each of the de-
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gree of effic-iency of the foreign mills furnishing such costs compared 
with the efficiency of the mills in the United States furnishing similar 
costs. If possible, I would be pleased to have these same data for each 
of the groups of samples which are discussed in your report, together 
with a memorandum of the location of the mills involved. 

(5) Can you supply the committee with a tabular view or statement 
showing how many ready-made cloth concerns were asked to furnish 
costs on speclmen gn.rments of each given kind, thereby creating the 
basis for the tables in which typical costs are analyzed? 

These are some of the points which have occurred to me in the course 
of my examinatio-i of your report, and if you can put me in possession 
of the data outlined I shall L-c especially gratified, and thank you in 
advance for your prompt reply. 

Very respectfully, 0. w. UNDERWOOD, 
Ohair man. 

THE TARIFF BOARD, TREASURY BUILDUm, 
Washington,, January 18, 1!Jl2. 

Hon. OSCAR w. UNDERWOOD, 
Ghairmati Ways and· Means Committee, 

House of Representatives. 
D EAR MR. UNDERWOOD �~� I have the honor to acknowledge your letter 

of January 10, which reached us on the 13th. The delay since then in 
r eplying to it is due to absence from the city. 

I regret that it is impossible to meet your five requests fully. You 
wlll realize that a very large part of the information we received was 
given us only on condition that the material should not be made public, 
except in the form of summaries and conclusions to be printed in our 
report. It was stipulated that individual figures should not go beyond 
the possession of the board. We are obliged to respect these pledges of 
confidence. 

Taking up your requests seriatim, I beg to say : 
1. The original schedules on raw wool were secured on the under­

standing that they should be held confidential by us. These could not 
be submitted in a form which would not make identification possible. 
The same is true of the working sheets, wbicb are arranged on the basis 
of counties, giving acreage, size of flock, etc., in a manner which would 
make it possible to identify the individual sheep owner. 

2. As to the iuvesttgation in Australia, New Zealand, and South 
· America. this was carried out by wide traveling and consultation with 

many growers and buyers. You will find on page 519 of Volume ll a 
description of the course pursued by our agent in South America. He 
visited over 100 leading growers. Similar methods were followed by 
our agents in Australia and New Zealand. 

3. The compilations on wool manufactures were not made by mills 
except in the case of those covered by that part of the investigation of 
which the results are given in Volume IV. The information there is 
given by establishments. 

4. It is not possible for us to give the exact number of mills from 
which figures were obtained abroad on the di.t'rerent samples, since the 
results were in some measure summarized by experts employed by us 
before being submitted. Fnrthermore, information was secured as to 
the cost of certain processes from a large number of mills from which 
complete figures as to total cost were not secured. In the case of Ameri­
can mills the costs given on the 55 samples cover a range of from 3 to 
15 mills per sample. In all cases we aimed, both at home and abroad, 
to take costs on the basis of mills of good efllciencr. running full tlme. 
In the case of the 55 samples of cloth inefficient mills were eliminated. 
\Yhere, because of unusual success on particular fabrics, one or two 
mills are able to make a given sample at a distinctly lower cost than 
other mills of the same general efficiency_, that fact is noted in the 
report. A statement of the locality of sucn mills would easily identify 
the particular establishment. However, you will find on page 620, 
• Volume III, a complete list of the 174 m11ls from which information 
was received. 

5. I think you have misunderstood the table as to costs of " specimen 
garments." ln the case of the ready-made clothing investigation we did 
not establish a definite number of sample suits, but took costs from a 
number of mamrfacturers on actual suits turned out by them. That l.<1, 
in the table of costs of specimen garments (Tables 14 to 17, in Vol. III, 
pp. 870 and following) each one represents the cost of an actual suit or 
garment made by one manufacturer. These are then grouped in various 
ways to bring out the essential facts as to prices and costs. Alto­
gether they cover 169 suits, 45 overcoats, and 10 pants made in 40 
establishments. 

I appreciate your statement that lou do not wish to examine the 
sources on which our report is base in such a way as to reveal the 
identity of establishments who have given us confidential information. 
However, the original material is of such a nature that if made public 
such identification would be possible. 

As to your expressed desire for information regarding " the general 
meaning of certain features of the report," we are entirely at your serv­
ice or at the service of any member of the committee. If the meaning 
of any part of our report is not clear, we are anxious to make it so and 
will welcome a call at any time from :my member of the committee or 
of Congress and further expln.in any question tha.t may arise. 

Very respectfully, 
HENBY C. EMEBY, Chairman. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to yield 
any further at this time. So that the gentleman's statement­
if he will not change the record, and I know he will not since 
the controversy has arisen, and I know that he would not 
change it, anyway, without consent-was that while this board 
was doing this work any Member of Congress of any party 
could go to them and get the information. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. No, no. You will ·not find that state­
ment in the record. Any Member of Congress could go down 
there and find out what they were doing. That is what I 
said, and the record will show it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman wID find that they could 
not do it. They said, and they said properly, I think, that 
nnder the law they were appointees of the President of the 
United States, and they reported to him, and until they did 
report to him they could give no information whatever to 
anybody else. Yet you say the work was open and above board, 
and that was one of the vital reasons why the Democratic 
minority at that time, the great majoricy of it, rejected the 

leadership of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERwoonl 
and the gentleman from Missouri [:Ur. CLARK] on this ques­
tion and declined to permit a tariff board to be provided for 
by law, because we knew that that very thing would happen 
if we got a presidential tariff board that under the law re-. 
ported only to the President and not to Congress. 1 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do say the work was open and above­
board so that everybody could go down there and find out what 
they were doing, and that no manufacturer was appearing 
before them or having anything to do with their findings. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to say to the gentleman that I 
disagree with him. Of course I do not mean that their work 
was underhanded or unfair, because I had a very dear per­
sonal friend who was a member of the board; but we did not 
have any access to their work. Those ,,gentlemen did not feel 
they had a right, as I do not think they had, to give individual 
Members of Congress any information about the workings of 
that Tariff Board before its reports were made to the Presi­
dent and he had made them public. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Afr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, if I may have the attention of 
the gentleman from North Oarolina [Mr. KITCJIIN] for a mo­
ment, he stated a while ago that the woolen manufacturers and 
the American .A.ssocia ti on of Woolen Manufacturers indorsed 
the Hill woolen bill. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I did not say anything about the associa.; 
tion. I said the woolen manufacturers. 

Mr. LENROOT. If the gentleman will consult the record, 
just as it appears, he will see that he referred to the American 
Woolen Association. 

l\1r. KITCIDN. Go ahead. 
Mr. LENROOT. I want to cn.11 the gentleman's attention to 

the fact that the American Woolen Association presented a �b�r�i�~� 
to the committee of which the gentleman is a member at the 
hearings last winter. It is found in the hearings, and I hold 
a copy of it in my hand. I want to read from it some sug­
gestions the American Woolen Manufacturers' Association made 
as to what the rates in this woolen bill should be. They say-

Subject to the qualifications, we suggest the :following as the mini· 
�:�~�e�;�:�~�s�c�~�~�~�~�f�u�i�.�~�~� the greater part o:f each branch ot the industry: 

And so forth-
Should a duty be Imposed upon wool the rates hereafter given must 

be increased to cover the greater cost of raw material. 
And so the figures they now give are upon the basis of �f�r�~� 

wool, just as your bill is-
Tops, 15 per cent ad valorem • 
The Hill bill provided for 10 per cent ad valorem a.nd the 

bill you have just adopted provides for 15, just as suggested by 
the American Association of Woolen Manufacturers. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Now, who has written the bill, so far 
as tops are concerned? The woolen manufacturers' rates on 
tops are in your bill, and I say you have given the Woolen Trust, 
if there be such, a protection that can not be justified from any 
standpoint upon tops. "Yarns." Their suggestion upon yarns 
is "a rate equal to one quarter of a cent per pound plus the 
duty on the top, the same being approximately equal to 35 per 
cent ad valorem." In our bill the rate is from 10 per cent ad 
valorem to 25 per cent ad valorem. Does the gentleman still 
say that the woolen manufacturers indorse the Hill bill when 
the rates you have written upon yarn come very much nea.rer 
the suggestion of the woolen manufacturers than do the rates in 
the Hill bill? Upon cloth they suggest a rate of 55 per cent ad 
valorem, and say: 

We make no distinction between cloths, flannels, blankets, and 1'.ll'ess 
goods, because no simple classification exists. 

Is that indorsing the rates in this Hill bill, so-called, when 
the lowest rate on cloth in that bill is 30 per cent, 5 per cent 
lower than your own bill? Now, if my friend will be fair he 
will admit that if there has been any influence exercised upon 
these bills by the American Woolen Manufacturers' Association, 
the Democrats have been more susceptible to that influence than 
have the Republicans. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. l\fr. Chairman, I made the statement that 
the woolen manufacturers throughout the United States had 
approved and indorsed the Payne woolen bill in the last Con­
gress, the same that was introduced here and voted on this 
afternoon by the gentleman from Iowa and other Republicans, 
and that statement is absolutely true. Not a word the gentle­
man read here showed anything to the contrary. 

Mr. LENROOT. There is not a single rate that is not higher 
than this biJL 

Mr. KITCIDN. Sit down and let us see. Now, here ara 
40 or 50 Republican gentlemen present. I challenge a single 
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one of them and the gentleman himself to stand up here and 
·say if you got a single protest or a single line or word of 
objection from a single woolen manufacturer throughout the 
United States against the Payne bill introduced at the last 
Congress as a substitute for the Underwood bill. 

l\fr. GARDNER. Yes. 
l\fr. BUTLER. The one filed here to-day? 
Mr. KITCIDN. I said the last Congress; certainly you 

might get them to-day, as they are against any change now. 
Mr. BUTL.ElR. I have. I have had protests threatening to 

read me out of the party if--
Mr. KITCIDN. When did you get them? 
l\Ir. BUTLER. Last year. 
Mr. KITCIDN. When did a Republican ever disobey an 

order from his superior? When did a Republican ever vote 
against a manufacturer's demand? 

Mr. GARDNER. When did the gentleman ever vote against 
any importer? 

l\Ir. KITCHIN. Well, now, I am going to wind this up--
1\:lr. BUTLER. The gentleman asked us to stand up. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. And somebody called the gen­

tleman's bluff; that is all. 
l\fr. KITCHIN. What did the gentleman n·om Massachu­

setts say? 
Mr. GARDNER. I said when did a Democrat ever vote 

against an importer or the press? 
Mr. KITCHIN. .An importer or the press? 
Mr. GARDNER. An importer or the press. 
l\fr. KITCHIN. So the gentleman by asking that question 

refuses to answer me in asking if a Republican ever voted 
against a manufacturer. 

l\fr. GARDNER. My question was in reply to the gentle-
man's. . 

Mr. KITCHIN. The Democtats have always supported tariff 
bills in the interest of all the people and not of the few. [Ap­
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. l\f.ANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KITCIDN. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. I was Republican floor leader in the last Con­

gress at the time that the Payne bill or the Hill bill was voted 
for on the Republican side of the House. I will say for the 
gentleman's benefit that as the Republican leader in the Honse, 
and because of that fact, I received a good many protests from 
woolen manufacturers against the Payne bill. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman--
1\Ir. KITCHIN. •Well, gentlemen, that is the strangest thing 

in this world that these witnesses never so testified until 12 
months after they voted on it. In that connection-some page 
get me the Republican campaign book-the Republicans in their 
campaign book last year boasted th.at it was a bill in the in­
terest of and as protection to American manufacturers, and it 
declared--

Mr. 1\IANN. And we still will. 
l\Ir. KITCHIN. And it showed that the reductton you did 

make was the excess of rates that the manufacturers were not 
utilizing, that they were "useless and ineffective," and that In 
the Payne substitute bill the rates made would keep out im­
portations to this country and would protect the manufacturers 
from foreign competition. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\fr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield for a sugges­
tion? 

Mr. CLINE. I want to inquire if th0' President did not de· 
fend the rate o:f the woolen schedule as placed in the Payne 
bill on the ground that the manufacturers had so many friends 
on the Republican side that the rates could not be reduced with· 
out endangering the whole bill. 

Mr. HARDWICK. He said they were indefensible. 
Mr. KITCHIN. The truth is that the substitute then offered 

and now offered was a sham revision. This is the first time any 
man on this floor, either Democrat or Republican, decla:red or 
intimated that the woolen manufacturers were not content and 
did not approve of the Payne Act. 

Why, that Payne substitute is written, not in the interests of 
the American public, not in the interests of the men, women, or 
children who buy woolen clothing,. but in the interests of the 
woolen manufacturers. And every speech that yon made in the 
last Congress and to-day in its behalf is conclusive proof of the 
charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] has expired. 

l\Ir. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. li!ANN] 

sought recognition a few moments ago. 
Mr. KITCHIN. I can get in on another paragraph and finish 

what I haye to say. 

l\Ir. GARDNER. I ask reco,,,crnition as a member of the com­
mittee, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAJRMAN. The Chair will state the situation. The 
Chair, of course, has tried to be fair, and thinks everybody will 
admit that The gentleman from Wiseonsin [Mr. LENROOT] rose 
a moment ago and desired recognition, as did the gentleman 
from Georgia [l\lr. HARDWICK]. The gentleman from Georgia 
was recognized. The gentleman from Wisconsin [l\lr. LENROOT] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [l\!r. MANN] rose at the same 
time, and the Chair recognized the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PAL.MER. Mr. Chairman, at the request of the gentle­
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], i desire to ask unani­
mous consent that debate on the pending paragraph shall close 
at the end of five minutes. 

Mr. 1\1.ANN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [l\lr. GARD­
NER] desires fr\e minutes and I desire five minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. Then we will say 10 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsyl\ania asks 

unanimous consent that all debate on the pending paragraph 
and amendments thereto close in 10 minutes. Is there objec­
tion? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 

from Massachusetts [lli. GARDNER]. 
Mr. GARDNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 

North Carolina asks whether there have been any pro.tests re­
ceived by the Members on the Republican side against the 
Payne woolen bill for which we voted to-day. I said that I 
had received such protests. I did not say that I received them 
last year, because I do n.ot recollect whether I did o or not. 
I have this year received telegrams and letters from various 
manufacturers protesting against the· Payne woolen bill, some· 
times called the Hill woolen bill. 

Now, l\Jr. Chairman, you heard the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] read a letter from Mr. UNDERWOOD to 
Prof. Emery president of the Tariff Board, and you heard him 
say that the answer was a prompt denial. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman did not read President Emery's answer. I find that, 
far from being a prompt denial, it was a partial acceptance. 
I am going to read some passages from it. 

1t1r. KITCHIN. Read his refusal, which I read. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the-gentleman 

from North Carolina? 
Mr. GARDNER. I yield. 
Mr. KITCHIN. Suppose you read his refusal there. 
Mr. GARDNER. Suppose the gentleman lets me read it in 

my own way. 
:Mr. KITCHIN. Read the fact that we got nothing from him. 
Mr. GARDNER. He says: 

THE TARIFF BOARD, TREASURY BuILDrNG, 

Hon. Oscu W. UNDERWOOD, 
lVashingtcm, Ja1mary 18, 191.2. 

Chafrman �W�a�y�~� and Means Committee, 
House of Representati-ves. 

DF.A:R MR. UNDERWOOD: I have the honor to acknowledge your lette-r 
of January 10. which reached us on the 13th. The delay since tben in 
replying to it is due to absence from the city. 

I regret that it is impossible to meet your five requests fully. You 
will realize that a very large part of the information we received was 
given us only on condition that the material should not be made public 
except in 1.he form of summaries and conclusions to be printed in our 
report. It was stipulated that individual figures should not go beyond 
the possession of the board. We are obliged to respect these pledges of 
confidence. 

Taking up your requests seriatlm, I beg leave to say: 
1. The original schedules on raw wool were secm·ed on tbe under­

standing tllat they should be held confidential by us. These cvuld not 
be submitted in a form wbich would not make identification Po sible. 
The same is true of the working sheets. which are arranged on the 
basis of counties, giving acreage, size of flock, etc., in a manner whlc:il 
would make it possible to identify the individual sheep owner. 

And so on through all the five requests. And now come 
the .last two paragraphs, in which the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] 
























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































